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POSITIVE GEOMETRIES AND CANONICAL FORMS VIA MIXED HODGE THEORY

FRANCIS BROWN AND CLEMENT DUPONT

ABSTRACT. “Positive geometries” are a class of semi-algebraic domains which admit a unique
“canonical form”: alogarithmic form whose residues match the boundary structure of the domain.
The study of such geometries is motivated by recent progress in particle physics, where the
corresponding canonical forms are interpreted as the integrands of scattering amplitudes. We
recast these concepts in the language of mixed Hodge theory, and identify “genus zero pairs”
of complex algebraic varieties as a natural and general framework for the study of positive
geometries and their canonical forms. In this framework, we prove some basic properties of
canonical forms which have previously been proved or conjectured in the literature. We give many
examples and study in detail the case of arrangements of hyperplanes and convex polytopes.

Prompted by Arkani-Hamed and Trnka’s discovery of amplituhedra [AT14], the concept of
positive geometry [ABL17] recently emerged as an important tool in the study of scattering
amplitudes in particle physics. Roughly speaking, a positive geometry is a semi-algebraic
domain o for which there exists a unique logarithmic form @, called the canonical form,
whose residues match the boundary structure of o. Semi-algebraic domains are defined by
the positivity of certain polynomials, hence the terminology. Convex polytopes, defined by the
positivity of linear functions, provide the simplest examples of positive geometries.

The aim of this article is to recast these notions as natural byproducts of Deligne’s mixed
Hodge theory [Del71b], a central organizing principle in complex algebraic geometry which is
intimately linked to properties of logarithmic forms and their residues.

Our main object of study is the relative homology group H, (X, Y), for X a compact complex
algebraic variety of dimension n and Y < X a closed subvariety, such that X \ Y is smooth. Itisa
finite-dimensional Q-vector space spanned by classes of oriented domains o c X with d(o) c Y,
and is equipped with a mixed Hodge structure, which consists of linear algebra data from which
one may extract a set of Hodge numbers h™P~49, for 0 < p,q < n. Let us call (X, Y) a genus zero
pair if H, (X, Y) has vanishing Hodge numbers 1P for all p > 0. A class of examples is given by
X =P¢ and Y a union of hyperplanes; in this situation, H, (X, Y) is spanned by the classes of
projective polytopes o bounded by Y.

Genus zero pairs are a natural framework for positive geometries and their canonical forms,
as summarised by the following result (see §2 for more precise statements):

Theorem. For every genus zero pair (X,Y) as above we define a map
can: Hy(X,¥) — Qf (X\Y)
o — (DU

1)

and call @, := can(o) the canonical form of 0. The maps can satisfy the following compatibilities.

(a) Linearity, i.e., compatibility with triangulations and with orientation: the total canonical
form of a triangulation is the sum of the individual canonical forms of the triangulation, and
changing the orientation of o changes the sign of the canonical form.

(b) Recursion, i.e., compatibility between boundaries of relative chains and residues of logarithmic
forms: the canonical form of the boundary of o is the residue of the canonical form of o.

(¢) Invariance under modifications (e.g., blow-ups).

(d) Functoriality: the canonical form of the pushforward (resp. pullback) of o is the pushforward
(resp. pullback) of the canonical form of o.

(e) Multiplicativity, i.e., compatibility with products of pairs of complex varieties: the canonical

form of a product is the wedge product of the associated canonical forms.
1
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Before going into the details of our construction, we start with an illustrative example (many
more examples, of increasing complexity, can be found in §5 and §6).

Example (The one-dimensional case). Let X be a smooth compact complex curve (also known
as a compact Riemann surface) of genus g, and let Y = {a, b} consist of two distinct points of X.
There exists a holomorphic 1-form w on X\ {a, b} with logarithmic poles at a and b and residues
Res,(w) = —1, Resp(w) = 1, which is only well-defined up to adding to w a global holomorphic
form on X, whose residues vanish everywhere. The space of global holomorphic forms on X
has dimension g, and therefore w is unique if and only if g = 0, i.e., if X = IPGI:. In the language of
mixed Hodge theory, the obstruction to the uniqueness of w is measured by the Hodge number
h~10 of H; (X, Y), which equals g.

Let now X = IPGI: and Y ={aq,b} cC c IPGI: consist of two distinct complex numbers. The
homology group H; ([P’Glz, {a, b}) has dimension 1 and its only non-zero Hodge number h%0 = 1;
hence ([P’}:, {a, b}) is a genus zero pair. All continuous paths y, ; from a to b in qu: have the same
homology class, and the corresponding canonical form is

z—b) B (b—a)dz
(z-a)(z—Db)’

@y, =dlo
Yab g ( z—a
It is the unique holomorphic form on IP’GI: \ {a, b} with logarithmic poles at a and b and respective
residues —1 and 1. The latter is the recursive property of canonical forms described in the
theorem. Indeed, the residues of @y, are the canonical forms of the boundaries of y 4 p:

Resq(@y,,) =—1=0s,(,,) and Resy(@y,,) = 1= 05,1,

where 0,(yq,5) = —{a}, 0p(y4,p) = {b} are the boundaries of y, 5, and the canonical form of a
point is the zero-degree form 1. The linearity property of canonical forms, also described in the
previous theorem, is illustrated by the following identities:

(DYa,c = (DYu.b + (DYI?,C ’ (DYb,a = _(DYa,b'

In the rest of the introduction, we sketch our construction of the map can and make some
general remarks about canonical forms from the point of view of mixed Hodge theory. Let X be
a compact complex variety of dimension 7z and Y < X be a closed subvariety such that X\ Y is
smooth.

Logarithmic forms. The vector space Q{’Og(X \'Y) appearing in the theorem above consists of

global holomorphic n-forms on X\ Y with logarithmic poles at infinity, i.e., on some smooth
compactification of X \ Y obtained by adding a normal crossing divisor. Mixed Hodge theory
implies that this notion is independent of the choice of compactification and therefore intrinsic
to X\Y, which is already a remarkable statement in itself. Indeed, there is a natural isomorphism

2 Q{log(X\ Y)=F'H"(X\Y;0),

where F is the Hodge filtration on cohomology with complex coefficients.

The definition of canonical forms. By combining (2) with the natural (Poincaré) duality between
H,(X,Y) and H*(X \ Y), mixed Hodge theory provides a surjective linear map

3) R: Q (X\Y) — gy Hu(X, Y;0),

where gI'XV denotes the weight zero quotient of homology. The kernel of (3) has dimension equal
to the genus of (X,Y), defined (in this paper) to be the sum of the Hodge numbers h="° of

H,(X,Y), for p>0. If (X, Y) has genus zero, then the R-map (which stands for “iterated residue
map”) is an isomorphism and we define (1) as the composition of the natural quotient map

H,(X,Y) = gry Hy(X,Y)
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with the inverse of (3). Note that, by definition, (1) becomes surjective after tensoring with C,
and hence every holomorphic n-form on X \ Y with logarithmic poles at infinity is a canonical
form of a relative cycle with complex coefficients.

If the genus g of (X, Y) is > 0, then since (3) is surjective, logarithmic forms with analogous
properties to the canonical forms will still exist, but are only defined modulo the g-dimensional
vector space ker(R). Therefore, as observed in the case of curves, the genus zero hypothesis is
equivalent to the uniqueness of canonical forms.

The genus of a pair of varieties. The genus of a pair (X, Y) generalizes the geometric genus,
which is defined for a smooth compact complex variety X of dimension 7 to be the maximal
number of independent holomorphic n-forms on X,

g(X) = dimH"(X,Q%).

If X is a (possibly singular) compact complex curve and Y is a finite set of points, then the genus
of (X,7) is the classical genus of X. In §3 we study the more general notion of the genus of a
pair, defined as above as a sum of mixed Hodge numbers of relative homology, and provide tools
to compute it. Roughly speaking, the genus of (X, Y) has contributions from the genus of X, the
genus of the irreducible components of Y, and their multiple intersections.

An important class of examples arises for X = P{ and Y = a hypersurface of degree d. The
genus is always zero if d < n, but can still be zero when d = n+ 1 if Y is sufficiently singular, e.g.,
any singular cubic curve in the plane, or any union of hyperplanes in P¢.

Being of genus zero is a weaker condition, and therefore more general, than being mixed Tate
(which means that the Hodge numbers h~”'~9 vanish for p # g). For instance, a smooth cubic
threefold X c I]J’flC has genus zero but has non-zero Hodge numbers h™ 172 = h=271 =5,

Computation of canonical forms: recursive and non-recursive. The properties (a)-(e) listed in
the theorem above are important tools for the computation of canonical forms. In particular,
the recursion property (b) (see Proposition 2.14) states that, under natural assumptions, @, is
the unique holomorphic n-form on X \ Y with logarithmic poles at infinity whose residue along
Y is equal to the canonical form of the boundary d(c) c Y:

4) Res(@q) = @p(0)-

This property, which mirrors the recursive definition of positive geometries [ABL17], sometimes
allows one to compute canonical forms by induction on the dimension. Note, however, that this
approach simply does not work in situations where the genus zero assumption is not met on
the boundary; i.e., there exist genus zero pairs which do not meet the (recursive) definition of
positive geometries, and are therefore more general (see §2.4.3 and §5.9).

Even in situations where the recursive approach holds, it may still be less practical than our
non-recursive definition. If X is smooth and Y is a normal crossing divisor, then the R-map (3)
is computed by corner residues, i.e., iterated n-fold residues along local branches of Y, and the
canonical form @, is the unique holomorphic n-form on X \ Y with logarithmic poles at infinity
whose corner residues match the corner boundaries of o (Corollary 2.18). In some situations it
is more efficient, and more instructive, to compute these iterated residues directly rather than
applying a recursive definition.

As an application of our non-recursive approach to canonical forms in a more singular
situation, we give (in Proposition 6.7) a general formula for canonical forms of convex polytopes,
which we believe to be new.

The combinatorial rank. Besides the genus, there is another important numerical invariant
of the pair (X, Y), which is the Hodge number h%0 of H,(X,Y), or equivalently the dimension
of the weight zero quotient grgv H,, (X, Y). We call it the combinatorial rank because in the case
where X is smooth and Y is a normal crossing divisor, it is completely determined by the dual
complex A(Y) (see Proposition 4.4). The latter is a classical invariant which appears in tropical
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and non-archimedean geometry. In our framework, the combinatorial rank is the rank of the
R-map (3), and in the genus zero case, equals the dimension of the space of canonical forms.

To summarize: the existence of a non-zero canonical form is equivalent to the non-vanishing
of the combinatorial rank; its uniqueness is equivalent to the vanishing of the genus.

Complex geometry, real geometry. In the recent literature on positive geometries, the pair
(X, Y) is assumed to be the complexification of a pair (Xg, Yr) of real algebraic varieties, and the
domain o to be a semi-algebraic subset of Xg(R) whose boundary lies on Yr(R). As our results
show, this assumption is unnecessary for the formalism of canonical forms to hold, even though
the real case exhibits interesting phenomena related to convexity, see for example [Lam24a].

Canonical forms and periods. By Serre’s GAGA theorem, all canonical forms are global algebraic
n-forms on X\ Y. Furthermore, if the pair (X, Y) is obtained by extension of scalars from a pair
(Xk, Yx) defined over a subfield K < C, then canonical forms are defined over a finite extension
L of K, and hence give rise to a linear map

H,(X,Y) — Hj; (X \ Yx) ®k L,

where Hj, denotes algebraic de Rham cohomology. This context is discussed in our earlier work
[Brol7, BD21] (there, the mixed Hodge structures H” (X, Y) corresponding to genus zero pairs of
complex varieties were called “separated”) where canonical forms were implicit in the definition
of the “de Rham projection”. The latter allows one to pass from a period to a “single-valued
period” and is roughly given in symbols by

5) fv ~ (Zni)‘”f Dg AV,
[ X

where v is some other algebraic n-form whose poles are sufficiently far from Y. This operation
preserves all algebraic relations “coming from geometry”, which are believed to exhaust all
algebraic relations among periods (Grothendieck’s period conjecture). A useful slogan is that: in
the genus zero situation motivic periods have a well-defined “de Rham version” (which appears
as the leading term in the motivic coaction), and consequently there exists a well-defined
single-valued projection map which formalizes the operation (5).

Relative homology and locally finite homology. The formalism of canonical forms only de-
pends upon the open variety X \ Y, and, since X is compact, the relative homology group
H;(X,Y) is identified with the locally finite (or “Borel-Moore”) homology group Hl,g(X \'Y). We
have chosen to work in the setting of relative homology because in many concrete situations
the compactification X is already part of the data. However, locally finite homology is more
canonical in situations when the geometry in the initial data does not already come with a
preferred compactification (see the case of cluster varieties [Lam24a, Conjecture 1]).

The compactness assumption. In practice one may encounter a situation where the cycle o
lies on some non-compact variety X (for instance when studying integrals of the form (5)). As
explained in [BD21, §4], all the relevant parts of the mixed Hodge structure are preserved by
compactifying the geometry, hence it is sufficient to consider the case when X is compact.

Beyond genus zero. If the genus g of (X, Y) is > 0, then, as noted above, canonical forms are
only well-defined up to the g-dimensional space ker(R), where R is the map (3). Thus, if one is
happy to work with cosets of logarithmic forms and hence drop the uniqueness property, then
the entire theory may be generalized. If X is smooth of positive dimension, then ker(R) contains
all global holomorphic n-forms on X; if furthermore Y is a simple normal crossing divisor, then
ker(R) consists of those logarithmic n-forms whose iterated residue is holomorphic on some
stratum of Y of positive dimension (see Remark 2.21).

In some particular situations, the existence of additional structure may lead to a preferred
splitting of R, and therefore still give rise to preferred choices of canonical forms. See §2.7 for a
discussion in the case of (elliptic) curves.
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Contents. In §1 we review the general formalism of mixed Hodge theory and discuss the notion
of logarithmic form. The construction of canonical forms and the proof of our main theorem
are carried out in §2. In §3 and §4 we study the general notion of genus and combinatorial rank,
respectively. Many examples illustrating our construction are given in §5, and §6 contains a
specific study of the case of arrangements of hyperplanes and convex polytopes.

Conventions and notation. A complex variety is a reduced (not necessarily irreducible) scheme
over C which is separated and of finite type. We sometimes view such an object as a complex an-
alytic variety, or as a topological space for the analytic topology. For convenience, we sometimes
implicitly assume that our complex varieties are equidimensional. For a Q-vector space V, we
let V¢ := V ®¢ C denote its complexification.

Signs. We have endeavored to work out the correct signs in all our formulas (in particular in
the formulas for canonical forms given in §5 and §6); the difficulty comes from signs in the
boundary and residue maps. We warn the reader that our sign convention for residues is not
entirely standard (Remark 1.6) but has the advantage of making the recursion formula (4) sign-
free. Furthermore, our formulas for canonical forms sometimes differ from those in the literature
by a sign, due to different conventions.
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Borinsky, Melody Chan, Gabriele Dian, Henri Guenancia, Johannes Henn, Pierre Lairez, Lionel
Mason, Anaélle Pfister, Anna-Laura Sattelberger, Bernd Sturmfels, Raluca Vlad, and Lauren
Williams. C. D. was supported by the Agence Nationale de la Recherche through grant ANR-23-
CE40-0011 CYCLADES.

1. GENERALITIES ON RELATIVE (CO)HOMOLOGY, MIXED HODGE THEORY, AND LOGARITHMIC
FORMS

1.1. Relative (co)homology.

1.1.1. Notation. Basic facts about relative (co)homology can be found in standard textbooks on
algebraic topology, e.g., [Hat02].

Definition 1.1. A pair of complex varieties is a pair (X, Y) where X is a complex variety and
Y c X is a closed subvariety. A morphism of pairs f: (X',Y’) — (X,Y) is a morphism of complex
varieties f: X’ — X which satisfies f(Y') c Y.

For a pair (X, Y) of complex varieties, we denote by H. (X, Y) the corresponding relative
(singular) homology groups with coefficients in Q. They are finite-dimensional Q-vector spaces.
By definition, an element of Hy (X, Y) is the class [o] of a relative k-chain o, i.e., a formal Q-
linear combination of k-simplices, which are continuous maps A¥ — X, whose boundary do is
(alinear combination of simplices) contained in Y. When there is no ambiguity we will abuse
notation and simply write o instead of [o]. We will also work with the corresponding relative
cohomology groups, which are the dual vector spaces H*(X, Y) = Hy(X, Y)V. The usual singular
(co)homology groups of a complex variety X are the relative (co)homology groups of the pair
(X, ®). Recall the long exact sequence in relative homology for a triple (X, Y, Z), where Zc Y c X
are closed subvarieties, which reads:

(6) A H.(Y)Z) - H.(XIZ) - H.(X, Y) - H.—l(YIZ) e
Dually, we have the long exact sequence in relative cohomology:
() = HTNY,2) - H' (X, Y) - H(X,2) - H"(Y, Z) — -+

Relative (co)homology is functorial for morphisms of pairs: a morphism f: (X', Y’) — (X, Y)
induces a linear map f : H.(X’,Y') = H.(X, Y), called a pushforward map, and dually induces
apullback map f*:H*(X,Y) - H* (X, Y.
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If X is compact, then H*(X, Y) is isomorphic to the compactly supported cohomology of the
complement X \ Y, and dually H. (X, Y) is isomorphic to the locally finite homology of X\ Y
(which is also known as Borel-Moore homology):

8) H.(X,V)=HYX\Y) and H*(X,Y) =H.(X\Y).

1.1.2. Modifications and the excision theorem. The classical excision theorem implies that the
relative (co)homology of (X, Y) is isomorphic to the reduced (co)homology of the topological
quotient X/Y (which is almost never an algebraic variety). This explains why the (co)homology
of the pair (X, Y) is insensitive to “changes occurring purely inside Y, such as (partial) resolu-
tions of singularities. The relevant notion is as follows.

Definition 1.2. Let (X, Y) be a pair of complex varieties. A modification of (X, Y) is a morphism
of pairs f: (X', Y') — (X, Y) where f: X' — Xis proper, Y/ = f~1(Y),and flxny : X'\Y' — X\Y
is an isomorphism.

The main example of a modification is a blow-up
m:(X,YUE) — (X,Y)

along a closed subvariety Z c Y, where E = 7-1(Z) denotes the exceptional divisor, and Y the
strict transform of Y. By Hironaka’s theorem [Hir64] on embedded resolution of singularities,
for every pair (X, Y) of complex varieties, there exists a modification (X', Y') — (X,Y) with X’
smooth and Y’ a normal crossing divisor.

Proposition 1.3 (Excision). Let f: (X', Y') — (X, Y) be a modification. Then the natural pushfor-
ward and pullback maps induce isomorphisms in homology and cohomology:

) fo:H(X,Y)=>H.(X,Y) and f":H'(X,Y)=>H(X,Y".

Proof. We give two proofs of the equivalent statements (9).

1) The assumptions imply that the continuous, bijective map X'/Y’ — X/Y induced by f on
the topological quotients is a homeomorphism since X/Y is Hausdorff and f is proper and
hence closed. The claim follows from the interpretation of the cohomology of X relative to Y
as the reduced cohomology of the topological quotient X/Y.

2) Using the language of sheaves. If we denote by j: X\Y — X and j': X'\ Y’ — X' the two open
immersions, there is a natural isomorphism of sheaves f. j,’@x/\y' = jiQx\y, since f. = fi by
properness of f. The claim follows on taking cohomology over X.

O

1.1.3. Partial boundary maps. Let Y1,Y> c X be closed subvarieties of X. The long exact se-
quence (6) for the triple (X, Y1 U Y, V) gives rise to a partial boundary map

(10 Oy, :H. (X, Y1UYs) = H. 1 (Y1UY2, Y2) =H. (Y1, Y1 N Y2),

where the isomorphism on the right follows from excision (9) applied to the closed immersion
of pairs (Y1, Y1 nYs) — (Y1 U Y5, ¥5). The map (10) sends (the class of) a relative cycle o < X with
0(o) c Y1 U Y, to “the part of the boundary d(o) which is contained in Y;".

1.1.4. A spectral sequence in relative (co)homology. Let X be a complex variety, Y;,..., Yy be
closed subvarieties of X, and write Y = ¥ U---U Yy. For every subset I c {1,..., N} we write

Y=Y
iel
with the convention Y, = X. There is a spectral sequence in relative homology:
(11) E,},,q= @D Hy(Y) = Hp X, Y),
=p
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where the d! differentials are given by the (alternating sums of the) maps induced in homology by
the inclusions Y, < Yy with i ¢ I. Dually, there is a spectral sequence in relative cohomology:

(12) EPT=@HI(Y) = HPX,Y).
=

1.2. Mixed Hodge theory.
1.2.1. Pure Hodge structures.

Definition 1.4. Let w € Z. A pure Hodge structure of weight w is the data of a finite dimensional
Q-vector space H and a C-linear direct sum decomposition
He = @ HP4,

p,qeZ
p+g=w

called the Hodge decomposition, which satisfies the Hodge symmetry
HP4d=HP forall p,q.
The corresponding Hodge numbers are defined to be the dimensions
h?9 = dim¢ HP9 = dimc H?? = h9P.

A landmark result of Hodge [Hod52] (see, e.g., [Voi02]) implies that if X is a smooth projective
complex variety, the cohomology group H*(X) carries a natural pure Hodge structure of weight k,
where the subspace H”7(X) appearing in the Hodge decomposition is the space of cohomology
classes which can be represented by a smooth differential form of type (p, q). We have an
isomorphism:

(13) HP9(X) = HY(X,Q%).

For a pure Hodge structure H of weight w one defines a decreasing filtration F on Hc, called
the Hodge filtration, defined by
FPHe:= @ H*'.

a+b=w
azp

One can recover the Hodge decomposition from the Hodge filtration: H”9 = FP Hc nF9H¢. A

finite dimensional Q-vector space H equipped with a filtration F on its complexification defines
a pure Hodge structure of weight w if and only if

Hc =FPHc @ Fw-P+1 e forall p.

This axiomatization of the notion of pure Hodge structure turns out to be more relevant than
Definition 1.4 for the purpose of defining mixed Hodge strucutres.

1.2.2. Mixed Hodge structures.

Definition 1.5. A mixed Hodge structure is the data of a finite dimensional Q-vector space H and

« an increasing filtration W on H, called the weight filtration,
» adecreasing filtration F on Hg, called the Hodge filtration,

such that for every integer w, the filtration induced by F on gr'VH := W, H/W,_ H defines a
pure Hodge structure of weight w. The corresponding Hodge numbers are the dimensions

pPq — Ji p.q — 9P pq .— W p.q
h?9 =dimc H”7 =h where HP9 = (grp+qH) .

As a first approximation, one can view a mixed Hodge structure H as the collection of the pure
Hodge structures gr'V H of different weights w. (However it contains more subtle “extension
data” between those pure components, which will not play a role in this article.)

Deligne proved [Del71a, Del71b, Del74] that the cohomology groups of all complex varieties
carry natural mixed Hodge structures, which coincide with the pure Hodge structures of classical
Hodge theory in the smooth projective case. More generally, there are natural mixed Hodge
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structures on the relative (co)homology groups Hy (X, Y) and H*(X,Y) for all pairs (X, Y) of
complex varieties. We note that if X has dimension #, then for all k,

(14) H* (X, Y)P9 £0

p,q€f0,..., k} ifk<mn
p,geik—n,...,n ifk=n.

This is a consequence of [Del74, Théoreme 8.2.4 (i), (ii)] and the long exact sequence in relative
cohomology (7) with Z = @. Also,

(15) for X smooth, HYX)PT#20 = p+qg=k
by [Del74, Théoréme 8.2.4, (iv)].

1.2.3. The category of mixed Hodge structures. A morphism between mixed Hodge structures
is by definition a Q-linear map which is compatible with the weight filtration, and whose
complexification is compatible with the Hodge filtration. Mixed Hodge structures form an
abelian category and the functors H — gr'w H and H — ng’f H¢ are exact for every w, p, which
allows one to compute Hodge numbers via long exact sequences and spectral sequences.

If f:(X',Y") — (X,Y) is a morphism of pairs of complex varieties, then the pushforward
and pullback maps fi :H. (X', Y') > H.(X,Y) and f*:H*(X,Y) — H* (X', Y’) are morphisms of
mixed Hodge structures. The long exact sequences (6) and (7), the excision isomorphism (9),
the partial boundary map (10), and the spectral sequences (11) and (12), all exist in the category
of mixed Hodge structures.

The tensor product of two mixed Hodge structures H;, H» is the vector space H; ® H, with
weight filtration W, (H; ® Hy) = Zl-+j:nW,~H1 ® W; H, and Hodge filtration F'(H, ® Hy)¢c =
Yitj=n F!(Hy)¢c ® F/ (Hy)c. The Kiinneth isomorphism and the cup-product map in cohomology
are compatible with mixed Hodge structures.

The dual of a mixed Hodge structure H is the vector space H' = Hom(H, Q) equipped with
the weight filtration W_, HY = (H/W,_1 H)" = ker(H"Y — (W,-; H)") and the Hodge filtration
F"HY = (Hc/F""' He)Y = ker(HY — (F"*'Hc)Y). In terms of Hodge numbers, h™P~9(H") =
hP4(H) for all p, q € Z. The duality between relative homology and cohomology is compatible
with mixed Hodge structures.

1.2.4. The mixed Tate case. For every n € Z, the pure Tate Hodge structure Q(—n) is the pure
Hodge structure of weight 2n whose underlying vector space is Q. Its only non-zero Hodge
number is h'>" = 1. For a mixed Hodge structure H, the Tate twist H(—n) := H ® Q(—n) satisfies
Wy+2nH(=n) =Wy, H for all w and FP*" H(—n)¢ = FP Hc for all p. If H is pure of weight w then
H(—n) is pure of weight w +2n.

A Hodge structure H is said to be mixed Tate (or to be a mixed Hodge-Tate structure) if its
Hodge numbers satisfy h”"9 = 0 for p # g, or equivalently if its weight-graded quotients gr'y H
are direct sums of pure Tate Hodge structures Q(—w/2) for even w, and zero for odd w.

1.3. Poincaré duality. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimension n and Y < X a closed
subvariety such that X \ Y is smooth. Recall (8) that the relative cohomology of the pair (X, Y)
is isomorphic to the compactly supported cohomology of X \ Y. Poincaré duality therefore
produces an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures:

(16) Hy(X,Y) = H2" k(X \ Y)(n).

By definition, (16) sends the class of a relative k-cycle o in X with o c Y to the class of a smooth
closed (2n — k)-form ¢ on X \ Y which is characterized by the fact that for every smooth closed
k-form n on X \ Y with compact support, the following equality holds:

17) (2ni)_"f (p/\n:fn.
X o
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1.4. Logarithmic forms, residues, and the mixed Hodge theory of smooth varieties. We discuss
Deligne’s construction [Del71b, Voi02] of the mixed Hodge structure on the cohomology of a
smooth complex variety U. It uses a smooth compactification U of U such that D = U\ U is
a normal crossing divisor, but the mixed Hodge structure on the cohomology of U does not
depend on this choice. Such a compactification always exists by Nagata’s embedding theorem
[Nag62] and Hironaka’s resolution of singularities [Hir64].

1.4.1. Logarithmic forms and residues. The starting point of the construction is the fact that the
cohomology H* (U)¢ can be computed as the hypercohomology of the logarithmic de Rham
complex of sheaves

Q'ﬁ(logD).
The sections of the latter are the holomorphic forms on U with logarithmic poles along D.

Concretely, in local holomorphic coordinates zj, ..., z,; on U for which D = {z1---zr =0}, they
are the holomorphic forms which can be expressed as C-linear combinations of forms

(18) a Adlog(z;,) A--- Adlog(z;,),

where a is holomorphic onUand1<ij<---<is<T.

We recall the notion of the residue of a logarithmic form, in the case where D is a simple
normal crossing divisor, i.e., whose irreducible components are smooth. Let us denote these
components by Dy, ..., Dy. The residue along Dy of a k-form on U with logarithmic poles along
Disa (k—1)-form on Dy with logarithmic poles along Dy N (D U---U Dy_1). Locally, if Dy is
defined by an equation z) = 0, we have

(19) Resp, (w Adlog(zn)) = wlp,,
for any (k — 1)-form w with logarithmic poles along Dy U---U Dy_;.

Remark 1.6. The residue operation commutes with the exterior differential: Resod = d o Res.
However, since Res decreases the degree of forms by 1, the Koszul sign convention would
normally require that Resod = —doRes. This is why in some references a different sign convention
is adopted for residues, where w A dlog(zy) is replaced with dlog(zy) A w in (19). This multiplies
the residue of k-forms by the overall sign (~1)*~1. Our choice (19) of sign convention will make
certain formulas simpler, most notably the recursion formula in Proposition 2.14.

1.4.2. The Hodge filtration, and forms with logarithmic poles at infinity. The Hodge filtration on
the cohomology of U is induced by the “stupid” filtration of the logarithmic de Rham complex,

Po* — 0OZP
F Qﬁ(logD) = Qﬁ (log D).

The corresponding hypercohomology spectral sequence degenerates at the E; page, giving rise
to isomorphisms

(20) grk HP*9(U)c = HI(U, Q%(logD)).
We now focus on the g = 0 case.

Definition 1.7. The vector space of holomorphic k-forms on U with logarithmic poles at infinity
is the space of global sections of Q%(logD), denoted by

k — 077 Ok
Qf,(U) :=H(U, 0% (log D)).

The next proposition shows that it is a space of forms on U which is independent of the choice
of compactification U, and so the notation Q{‘og(U) is unambiguous.

Proposition 1.8. The subspace Q{‘Og(U ) cHO(U, Q’{]) is independent of the choice of U.
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Proof. We repeat Deligne’s argument from [Del71b, Théoreme 3.2.5 (ii)], which proves that the
image of Q{“Og(U) inside the cohomology space Hk(U)C is independent of the choice of U. Let

U, and U, be two compactifications of U, with D; = U; \ U; anormal crossing divisor for i = 1, 2.
By Hironaka’s resolution of singularities [Hir64], one can find a third compactification U of U,
with D = U\ U a normal crossing divisor, which fits into the following commutative diagram,
where 7; and 7, are the identity on U:

U
N\
U, j U,
U

By functoriality of the sheaves of logarithmic forms we therefore deduce the following commu-
tative diagram of pullbacks:

HO(U, Q%(logD))

X "
/ K

H°(U1,QF (logDy)) i H°(U2,QF (logD2))
1 2
0 k
H(U,QF)
By (20), m} and 7} are isomorphisms, and therefore Im(j;') = Im(j*) = Im(j;). O

By the degeneration of the hypercohomology spectral sequence for the Hodge filtration at
the E; page, all forms on U with logarithmic poles at infinity are closed, and the map Q{“Og(U) —

H*(U)¢ sending such a form to its cohomology class induces an identification with the last step
of the Hodge filtration:

21) Qf, () = F*HA (U)c c HY (U)e.
Note that forms with logarithmic poles can be multiplied together, making Q7 g(U) into a

graded algebra.

Remark 1.9. By Serre’'s GAGA theorem [Ser56] applied to Qkﬁ(logD), all elements of Qfog(U)

are automatically algebraic, for example, if U is an open in a closed subvariety of projective
space IP(f:V with homogeneous coordinates xy, ..., Xy, then such a form may be written as a linear

combination of forms gdxil A...Adx;,, for some polynomials f, g € Clxp,..., xn].
A particularly interesting phenomenon arises in the following extreme case.
Proposition 1.10. If H(U) is pure of weight 2k then we have a canonical isomorphism
O () =H* U)e.
Proof. 1f H*(U) is pure of weight 2k, then by (14) the Hodge numbers of H* () satisfy h?9 =0
for (p, q) # (k, k), and hence FFHK(U)¢ = H*(U)¢. The result then follows from (20). ]

In particular, if H*(U) is pure of weight 2k for all k then we have a canonical “formality”
isomorphism of graded algebras QI R g(U) =~ H"*(U)c. In other words, all cohomology classes can
be canonically represented as global forms with logarithmic poles at infinity, in such a way that
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algebraic relations among cohomology classes are already satisfied by their representatives. This
phenomenon arises, e.g., if U is the complement of an arrangement of hyperplanes in affine or
projective space, by a result of Brieskorn [Bri73].

1.5. Which forms have logarithmic poles at infinity?

1.5.1. Some general remarks. The following proposition, which is a special case of the more
general functoriality of logarithmic forms with respect to morphisms, gives a simple way to
construct a supply of forms with logarithmic poles at infinity.

Proposition 1.11. Let U be a smooth complex variety, and let f : U — C* be a non-vanishing

holomorphic function. Then dlog(f) := % € Q%Og(U) is logarithmic.

On the other hand, we note that forms with logarithmic poles at infinity have at most simple
poles in the sense of the following definition, which we only state in the case when the ambient
variety X is smooth, for simplicity. A hypersurface Y c X is a subvariety of codimension 1.

Definition 1.12. Let X be a smooth compact complex variety of dimension 7, and Y < X be a
hypersurface. A holomorphic n-form w on X \'Y has at most a simple pole along Y if, for every
local equation f for Y, the product fw extends to a holomorphic n-form on X.

The space of holomorphic 7n-forms on X \ Y with at most a simple pole along Y is therefore
the space of global sections of the line bundle Q' (Y), which we denote by

FMX, V) :=H (X, Q%(Y)).

Proposition 1.13. Let X be a smooth compact complex variety of dimension n, andY < X be a
hypersurface. We have the inclusion

(22) QL (X\Y) e #"(X,Y),
which is an equality if Y is a normal crossing divisor.

Proof. Let us write Y*8 for the singular locus of Y, and Y™8 = Y \ Y*"8, Consider the open
U = X\ Y*"8, and note that Y™ is a smooth subvariety of U. By embedded resolution of
singularities, there is a modification 7 : (X', Y’) — (X, Y) where X’ is smooth and Y’ is a normal
crossing divisor. We can further assume that this modification is an isomorphism over U.
Letwe Q?og(X \'Y), then by definition 7*w has logarithmic poles along Y’, and since 7 is an
isomorphism over U, the restriction w|y has logarithmic poles along Y'®8. Therefore, w|y has at
most a simple pole along Y"8, and for every local equation f for Y, the product (fw)|y extends
to a holomorphic n-form on U. Since X \ U has codimension = 2 in X, the first claim then
follows by Hartogs’ theorem. The fact that all forms with at most simple poles are logarithmic in
the normal crossing case is clear and follows from the definition. g

Remark 1.14. For Y < P{ a hypersurface of degree d, we have an isomorphism of line bundles
QL(Y)=6(d-n-1).
(o

Therefore, if d = n+ 1, one can identify <" (P, Y) with the space of homogeneous polynomials
of degree d — n—1 in n+ 1 variables. Concretely, choosing homogeneous coordinates xy, ..., x;
on P¢ and a homogeneous polynomial f = f (xo, ..., x,) of degree d whose vanishing locus is Y,
the elements of #"(P?, Y) are the forms

PS5y =
=Y (=D'xidxg A Adxg A Adxy,
i=0
for ¢ = ¢(xy, ..., x,) ahomogeneous polynomial of degree d — n — 1. In particular, we have
d-1
dim Qn )’
n

log PE\Y) <

with equality if Y is a normal crossing divisor.
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The inclusion (22) can be strict if Y is not a normal crossing divisor (see, e.g., §5.5 for concrete
computations). In the next paragraph, we prove a useful criterion to decide which forms, among
those with at most simple poles, are logarithmic at infinity.

1.5.2. A useful criterion. Let X be a smooth compact complex variety of dimension n, and Y c X
be a hypersurface. Let us write Y*"8 for the singular locus of Y, and Y™8 = Y \ Y*I"8, When
restricted to X \ Y*"8 a form in (X, Y) is an n-form with logarithmic poles along the smooth
subvariety Y8, hence there is a well-defined residue map

(23) Resy : #"(X,Y) — HO(Y™8, Q7).
This map allows one to detect forms which have logarithmic poles at infinity, as follows.

Proposition 1.15. Let X be a smooth compact complex variety of dimension n, and let Y < X be
a hypersurface. Let w € #"(X,Y) be a form on X\ Y with at most a simple pole along Y. We have
the equivalence:

weQ”

bgX\Y) = Resy(w) e Qp (Y™

log

Proof. We consider the residue morphism in cohomology,
Resy :H"(X\Y) — H" 1 (Y™8)(-1),

which can be computed by the map (23) on classes of n-forms which have at most simple poles.
It is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures, which implies in particular that

Resy (F"H"(X\Y)c) c F*" TH" 1 (Y"8)¢.

Thanks to (21), this proves the implication —. For the reverse implication, we use the fact that
morphisms of mixed Hodge structures are strictly compatible with the Hodge filtration [Del71b,
Théoreme 2.3.5 (iii)] (this is essentially equivalent to the exactness of the functors gr?). This

implies that if Resy (w) € Qfo‘gl (Y™8) = F"~1 H"~1(Y®8)¢, then there exists a form n € Qp(X\Y)

such that Resy ([w]) = Resy ([n]). Since Resy (w) and Resy (1)) are two elements of Q{’Ojgl (Y™°8) with
the same cohomology class, (21) implies that they are equal. Thus, the difference w — 7 is a
holomorphic n-form on X\ Y with at most simple poles along Y, and with zero residue along
Y8, which means that it extends to a holomorphic n-form on X \ Y*"8, Since X is smooth and
YSI"8 has codimension = 2 in X, Hartogs’ theorem implies that w — 1) extends to a holomorphic
n-form on X, and the claim follows. ([l

2. CANONICAL FORMS

In this section we define canonical forms and prove our main theorem.

2.1. Genus, rank, and the R-map. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n, and Y < X be
a closed subvariety. By (14), the only non-vanishing Hodge numbers of the relative homology
group H, (X, Y) are of the form A~”~9 for 0 < p, g < n and thus lie in a square. Among those, the
ones of relevance to the study of canonical forms lie along two edges of this square:

(1) The sum of the Hodge numbers h=”° = h®~? for p > 0 will be called the genus. It
measures the obstruction to the uniqueness of canonical forms: canonical forms are
therefore only well-defined in the genus zero case.

(2) We shall call the Hodge number h%0 the combinatorial rank. In the genus zero case, it
equals the dimension of the space of canonical forms.
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2.1.1. Genus. The following terminology is non-standard.
Definition 2.1. The genusof (X,Y) is

gX,Y):= Y hPYH,(X, V).
p>0

We will study the notion of genus in more detail in §3 below. Until then, let us simply mention
the bound
8§X,Y) = g(X):=g(X,9),
and the fact that, in the case when X is smooth and compact of dimension n = 1, then
g(X) =dimH’(X, Q%)
coincides with the classical geometric genus.
2.1.2. The combinatorial rank. Consider the weight 0 quotient
gry Hy (X, Y) = Hy(X, Y)/W_1 Hy(X, Y).
It underlies a pure Hodge structure of weight 0 and type (0, 0).

Definition 2.2. The combinatorial rank of (X,Y) is the dimension of the weight 0 quotient of
H, (X, Y), or equivalently the Hodge number h°° of H, (X, Y), denoted by

cr(X,Y):=dimgry Hy(X,Y) = h®°(H, (X, Y)).
We will study the notion of combinatorial rank in more detail in §4 below. We note the equality
(24) g(X,Y)+cr(X,Y) =dimF'H,(X, ).
2.1.3. The R-map. The genus and the combinatorial rank are related as follows.
Lemma 2.3. The natural linear map
(25) FOH,(X, V)¢ — Ha(X, V)e/W-1 Ha(X, Ve = grg’ Ha(X, Y)c
is surjective and its kernel has dimension equal to the genus of (X, Y).

Proof. Since the pure Hodge structure H = grgv H, (X, Y) has weight 0 and type (0,0), we have
Hc = FYHg, which is equivalent to (25) being surjective. Since the dimension of FOH,(X,Y)c is
the sum of the Hodge numbers h%~7 = h=P0 for p = 0, the second claim follows. O

Using mixed Hodge theory and Poincaré duality, we can now recast (25) as a map involving
logarithmic forms, as follows.

Definition 2.4. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimension n, and Y < X be a closed
subvariety such that X \ Y is smooth. We define a surjective linear map

(26) R:Qp (X\Y) = gry Ha(X, Y)c

by composing the following three maps:
a) the isomorphism (21),
Qjog X\ V) =F"H"(X\ Y)¢;
b) the (inverse of the) Poincaré duality isomorphism (16) in degree k = n,
F"H"(X\ Y)e = FOHa(X, Y)c;
c) the surjection (25),
FOHu (X, Y)c — grg Ha(X, Y)e.

If Y = D is a simple normal crossing divisor, the R-map (26) is computed by taking n-fold
iterated residues along the corners (zero-dimensional strata) of D, see Proposition 2.17. The
symbol R is intended to suggest an iterated residue.

The following lemma is a restatement of Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 2.5. The kernel of the R-map (26) has dimension equal to the genus of (X,Y).
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2.2. Definition of canonical forms. By Lemma 2.5, the R-map is an isomorphism if (and only
if) (X, Y) has genus zero, which allows us to make the following definition.

Definition 2.6. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimension n, and Y < X be a closed
subvariety such that X\ Y is smooth. Assume that (X, Y)) has genus zero. We define the morphism

(27) can: H,(X,Y) — Qfog(X\ Y)
to be the composition of the quotient map
H,(X,Y) - gry Hy(X,Y)
with the inverse of the R-map
QL (X\Y) = gry Hy (X, Y.

For a class 0 € H,, (X, Y) we write
s :=can(o)
and call it the canonical form of o.

Remark 2.7. In the setting of the previous definition, extending scalars to C gives rise to a
surjective C-linear map
(28) cang : Hy (X, V)¢ — Qft (X \ V),

and therefore every holomorphic n-form on X \ Y with logarithmic poles at infinity is the
canonical form of a relative n-cycle of (X, Y) with coefficients in C.

Remark 2.8. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimension n, and Y < X be a closed
subvariety such that X\ Y is smooth. If H* (X \ Y) is pure of weight 27, then Poincaré duality (16)
implies that H, (X, Y) is pure of weight 0 and type (0,0), i.e., H, (X, Y) = gr‘O’V H,,(X,Y). Therefore,
(X, Y) has genus zero and combinatorial rank equal to the dimension of H, (X, Y). In this case,
the morphism (28) is an isomorphism.

2.3. Basic properties of canonical forms. In this paragraph, X is a compact complex variety of
dimension n and Y < X is a closed subvariety such that X \ Y is smooth and (X, Y) has genus
zero. We state and prove the compatibilities between the morphisms (27) promised in the
introduction, only providing a proof when a result is not an easy consequence of the definition.

2.3.1. Invariance under modification. If f : (X', Y') — (X, Y) is a modification, then (X', Y’) has
genus zero because of the isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures (9) for « = n. The pairs
(X,Y)and (X', Y’) have “the same canonical forms” because we have the following commutative
diagram whose horizontal maps are isomorphisms:

Ha (X, Y)) == QL (X'\Y)
(29) f. ‘ ~ <l

can

H,(X,Y) Qfog(X\ Y)
Remark 2.9. Invariance under modification is immediate in our formalism. By contrast, in the

setting of positive geometries in the sense of [ABL17], invariance under modifications is more
subtle [BEPV24].
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2.3.2. Spurious boundary, spurious poles. Sometimes one is presented with a domain o in X
whose boundary is contained in a smaller subvariety Y’ c Y of X. In this case, the corresponding
canonical form @, is the same whether one views ¢ as a class in H,,(X,Y) or H,(X, Y’), and
therefore only has poles along the subvariety Y/ c Y.

In other words, we have the following commutative diagram:

/ can /
Ha(X, Y =2 0 (X\ V")

(30) ‘

H,(X,Y) —=2-Q" (X\Y)

n
log

2.3.3. Linearity. By definition, the morphism (27) is Q-linear, which amounts to the following
identities on canonical forms:

31 Doiog' =Dy + Oy and dge = Ady,

for 0,0’ € H,(X,Y) and a € Q. In particular, reversing the orientation of ¢ multiplies the
canonical form by —1:

Dy =—Dg.
This linearity property allows one to compute canonical forms by “triangulating”, i.e., writing a
chain representing o as a linear combination of chains. Note that new boundary components
may appear in the individual chains constituting the triangulation (e.g., when cutting a square
along a diagonal to form two triangles), and one implicitly uses (30) to justify the computation.

2.3.4. Functoriality for pushforwards. Let X' be another compact complex variety of the same
dimension n, and Y’ < X’ be a closed subvariety such that X'\ Y’ is smooth and (X', Y’) also has
genus zero. Let f: X’ — X be a morphism such that f(Y’) ¢ Y. We have a pushforward map in
relative homology:
fi H. (X, Y)—H.(X,Y),
which, owing to Poincaré duality (16), gives rise to a pushforward map:
foH'(X'\Y) = H (X \Y).

This is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures, and therefore after applying the Hodge filtration
functor F* (more precisely, Fk on H¥, see (21)) we deduce a pushforward map:

fer 0 (X\Y) = O} (X\ V).

This can be thought of as a trace, or “summation over fibers” when the fibers of f are finite sets
of points. We have the following commutative diagram:

H, (X, Y)) = Qf (X'\Y)
s ‘ f.

can
Ha(X, V) == Q_(X\Y)

In other words, for every o’ € H,(X’, Y') we have the equality
(Df*o.r = f*(DO"~

Example 2.10. Let N =1 be an integer, and let ux denote the set of complex N-th roots of unity.
LetX=X'= [FD(IE, Y =1{0,1}, Y’ = {0} U up, and f be given by w — z = w". Let ¢’ be (the relative
homology class of) a path from 0 to ¢ € uy, for which fi. ¢’ is (the relative homology class of) a
path from 0 to 1. We check that:

f*a)grzf*dlog(wT_f)z y dlog("’T—"r):dlog(z;zl)=wf*w.

wN=z
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2.3.5. Functoriality for pullbacks. Let X' be another compact complex variety of the same
dimension n, and Y’ ¢ X’ be a closed subvariety such that X'\ Y’ is smooth and (X', Y’) has
genus zero. Let g: X'\ Y’ — X\ Y be a covering map, i.e., a smooth morphism. Then we have a
pullback map on the level of locally finite homology:

g HIx\v) - HI X'\ V"),
which by (8) we view as a pullback map in relative homology:
g* ‘H.(X,Y)—H. (X, Y.

We have the following commutative diagram:
H,(X',Y) =2, Qp (X'"\Y)

g*‘ g*

H,(X,Y) —= Qf (X\Y)

In other words, for every o € H;, (X, Y) we have the equality
Dgo =8 Dg.

Example2.11. Let N =1 be an integer, and let ux denote the set of complex N-th roots of unity.
Let X=X'= [F"Gl:, Y =1{0,00,1}, Y’ = {0,00} Uy, and g be given by w — z = w”. Let o be (the
relative homology class of) a path from 0 to 1, for which g* ¢ is the sum of the (relative homology
classes of) paths from 0 to ¢, for ¢ € uy. We check:

z—1 wh -1
"0y =g dlog| — | =dl
§" 00 =g dlog| “+ | = diog[ =

=) dlog(wT_é) =g+,

Seun

where in the last equality we have used the linearity (31).

2.3.6. Multiplicativity. For i = 1,2, let X; be a compact complex variety of dimension r;, and
Y; < X; be a closed subvariety such that X; \ Y; is smooth. We let

(X, Y) = (X1 x Xz, (Y1 x Xp) U(X) x Y2)),
with projection maps p; : X\ Y — X; \ Y;. The cross product map in relative homology reads
Hy, (X1, Y1) @ Hp, (X2, Y2) = Hp 40, (X, Y) , 01®02— 01 x02.

Proposition 2.12. If(X;, Y1) and (X, Y») have genus zero, then so does (X, Y), and we have the
following equality, foro; e H" (X;, Y;),

Og,xg, = (_l)nlnzpf@m A p;(DUz = p;(DUz A PT‘Dm-

Proof. The first statement is Proposition 3.7 below. We consider the following diagram, whose
rows are the Poincaré duality isomorphisms and whose columns are the cross product and cup
product map respectively (recall that the latter is given on the level of differential forms by the
formula w; ® w; — piw A p;w>):

Hp 40, (X, Y) — HM2 (XA Y) (1 + np)

H,, (X1,Y1) ®Hy, (X2, Y2) —— H™ (X3 \ V1) (m1) ® H™ (X3 \ Y2) (1)

This square commutes up to the sign (—1)""2. Indeed, for o; € Hy, (X;, ¥;) corresponding via
Poincaré duality to classes of smooth forms ¢; on X; \ Y; of degree n;, and for closed smooth
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forms with compact support n7; on X; \ Y;, also of degree n;, we have
nin * * * * _
=™ Zf P19Pay NP2 Po, N P11 A P12 —f Yo, N f Pa, N2
X1x Xy X1 X>

=)™ [ n-@ad™ | n,
02

o1
= (27ri)”1+”2f PiniL A P32
O1X02
The claim follows. O
Example2.13. Consider X; = X, = quj with coordinates (z;,22),and Y; = Y, ={0,1}. Fori =1,2,
the canonical form of the interval o; = [0,1] € Xj is
zi—1
Dg, = dlog( ! )

<j

Since n; = ny = 1, Proposition 2.12 states that the canonical form of the square o x g5 = [0,1]% is
z1—1 Zp—1
walxgz=—dlog( ! )/\dlog( 2 )
21 V)
One way to check that the sign is correct is to compare it with the recursion formula from

Proposition 2.14 below on all four sides of the square. For instance, taking the residue along the
line {zp = 1}, we get

z1—1
Res{zzzl}((z)g'lxo'z) = —dlog( 1Z1 )

This is indeed the canonical form of the partial boundary 8,1, [0, 11?2, which is the interval [0, 1]
oriented from 1 to 0.

2.4. Canonical forms, boundaries, and residues.

2.4.1. Recursion. For a closed subvariety Z c Y, we have a boundary map
0:H.(X,Y) = H.1(Y, 2)

which appears in the long exact sequence in relative homology (6) for the triple (X, Y, Z2). If X\ Z
and Y \ Z are smooth, we also have a residue map

Res:H'(X\Y)—-H""YY\2)(-1),
and applying the Hodge filtration functor F* produces a map

Res: Q} (X \ V) — Qi (Y\ 2).

Note that we do indeed require X \ Z to be smooth for this to make sense, even though we only
need X \ Y to be smooth for the canonical map (27) to be defined.

Proposition 2.14. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimensionn =1, Y c X be a closed
subvariety of codimension 1, and Z c Y be a closed subvariety of codimension = 1, such that both
X\Z and Y \ Z are smooth.
1) Assume that (Y, Z) has genus zero. Then (X,Y) has genus zero if and only if X does.
2) Assume that (Y, Z) and (X,Y) have genus zero. Then,

a) The following diagram commutes:

can

Ha(X, Y) ap (X\Y)

(32) 6‘ Res
Hp-1(Y,2) —— Q) /(Y \ 2)
In other words, for o € H,(X,Y), we have the equality
(33) Res(@q) = @p(g)-
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b) The morphism Res appearing in (32) is injective if and only if X has combinatorial rank

zero (e.g., if X is smooth). In this case, (33) completely characterizes @, € Q?Og(X \Y).

Proof. 1) By Proposition 3.10 below, if g(Y, Z) =0 then g(X,Y) = g(X, Z). Since Z has codimen-
sion = 2 in X, applying Proposition 3.9 below yields g(X, Z) = g(X).

2) a)

b)

2.4.2.

By embedded resolution of singularities, there exists a proper morphism f: X — X with
X smooth, such that both f ~1(v) and f “1(7) are simple normal crossing divisors. Since
X\ Z and Y \ Z are smooth, we can assume that f is an isomorphism over X \ Z. We let Y
denote the strict transform of Y with respect to f,and E := f ~1(Z) denote the total inverse
image of Z. We therefore have modifications (X,YUE)— (X,Y)and (Y,YNnE) — (Y, Z).
By [BD21, Proposition 4.12], the following diagram commutes, where the rows are given
by the Poincaré duality isomorphisms (16):

H,(X,Y UE) H"(X\YUE)(n)
oy Resy
H,1(Y,YNE) ——H"YY\YNE)(n-1)

Note the disappearance of the (- 1)1 sign from loc. cit., which is consistent with the sign
convention for the residue that we are adopting in the present paper (Remark 1.6). The
claim then follows from the invariance of the canonical morphism by modifications (29).
By the commutativity of (32), and the fact that R: grgV H,(X,Y)¢c = Q?Og(X \'Y) is an iso-
morphism, we see that Res is injective if and only if the (0, 0)-component of the boundary
morphism %% H, (X, V)% - H,_,(Y,2)"is injective. Thanks to (6), this morphism fits
into a long exact sequence

0,0
0— H,(X, 2 — H,(X,")*° = H, (v, 2)*° = ...,

where we have used the vanishing H,, (Y, Z 9.0 = 0, which follows from (14). Therefore, Res
is injective if and only if (X, Z) has combinatorial rank zero. Since Z has codimension = 2
in X, this is equivalent to X having combinatorial rank zero by Proposition 4.7 (below).
The fact that the combinatorial rank of X is zero if X is smooth follows from (15).

]

A special case. A useful special case of Proposition 2.14 is as follows.

Proposition 2.15. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimension n = 1, and Y X be a closed
subvariety of codimension 1, decomposed into irreducible componentsas Y = Y U---U Yy. Set
Z=71U---UZy with Z; = YiNUjy; Y}, and assume that X \ Z and all the Y; \ Z; are smooth.

1) Assume that all the (Y;, Z;) have genus zero. Then (X,Y) has genus zero if and only if X does.
2) Assume that all the (Y;, Z;) and (X, Y) have genus zero.
a) The following diagram commutes:

(34)

(35)

H,(X,Y) —= Qf (X\Y)

@0y, @; Resy,

@; can _
®:H,1(Y, Z) —— P; Q?Ogl(Yi \ Z))

In other words, for o e H,(X,Y) we have the equalities

Resy, (@y) = @Dy, (0) foralli=1,...,N.

b) The morphism @; Resy, appearing in (34) is injective if and only if X has combinatorial

rank zero (e.g., if X is smooth). In this case, (35) completely characterizes @y € Q?Og(X \Y).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.14 because (|; Y;,1l; Z;) — (Y, Z) is a modification. [
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2.4.3. Having genus zero is not a recursive condition. In the setting of Proposition 2.14 or Propo-
sition 2.15, the fact that (X, Y) has genus zero does not imply that the same holds for (Y, Z), nor
for the (Y3, Z;). This is in contrast with the classical definition of a positive geometry [ABL17]
according to which every face of a positive geometry is required to be a positive geometry.

The simplest example of this phenomenon is

(X,Y) = Pg x C,{0} x C)

for C a connected smooth projective curve of genus g > 0. It has genus zero because by the
Kiinneth formula,
Hz(X, V) = Ha(Pg, (01) = Q(1)

only has a single non-zero Hodge number h~1~! = 1. However, its face (Y, @) = (C, @) has
genus g > 0. Note that this example is uninteresting from the point of view of canonical forms
because it has combinatorial rank 0. In §5.9 we provide an example of a similar non-recursive
phenomenon, but which has positive combinatorial rank.

2.5. The normal crossing case: corners. Let X be a smooth and compact complex variety of
dimension n and D c X be a (not necessarily simple) normal crossing divisor.

Definition 2.16. A corner of D is a point of X which is the intersection of n (necessarily distinct)
local irreducible components of D.

For a corner ¢ of D we have an iterated boundary map
(36) 0c:Hyu(X,D) — Hp({c}) = Q,

which is well-defined up to a sign. We will not need to make a choice of sign. If D is a simple
normal crossing divisor written as a union D; U---U Dy of smooth irreducible components,
then c is a point of an intersection D;, N---N D; forsome indices1<i; <---<i, < N, andd,is
defined as the composition 0p, n..np;, ***0p,,_, nD,, ©Op,, of partial boundary maps. Changing
the order on the set of irreducible components of D only changes 0. by a sign since we have, for
instance, 0p,n D].O D, = —0D;n D].O p;- In the general case when D is not necessarily simple, 0, is
computed by applying the same recipe in a local chart around c.
In a similar way, we may consider the iterated residue map

(37) Res.: Q" (X\D)— Q°%{ch) =C,

n
log

which is also well-defined up to a sign (since, for instance, Resp,np ;Resp, = —Resp,np;Resp;, in
the simple normal crossing case). Precise sign conventions will be irrelevant in what follows, as
long as one uses consistent conventions for both 8, and Res,.

Proposition 2.17. The iterated boundary maps along corners (36) induce an injective map
gre Hy(X, D) — P Q.
Cc
where the direct sum is over the set of all corners ¢ of D. The composition

Ql (X\D) = gry Hy (X, D)c — EDC,
Cc

where the R-map is (26), is given by the iterated residue maps along corners (37).
In §4 we will be more precise about the space grgv H; (X, D) and how to compute it.

Proof. In the case of a simple normal crossing divisor, this is [BD21, Propositions 4.7, 4.8, 4.13],
without the signs because of our sign convention (Remark 1.6). In the general case, repeatedly
blowing up strata of D produces a modification (X', D’) — (X, D) such that D' c X' is a simple
normal crossing divisor and the morphism X’ — X maps a corner of D’ to a corner of D. Let ¢/
be a corner of D’ mapping to a corner ¢ of D. As one easily checks in a local chart, the iterated
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boundary maps along corners (36) are “the same” for ¢’ and ¢, and likewise for the iterated
residue maps along corners (37). More precisely, the following diagrams commute up to sign.

0. Res,s
H,(X',D") — @ Q{log(X',D’) —C
Hp(X,D) ——Q Q" (X,D) ——C
¢ log™™’ Res

c

Therefore, we have commutative diagrams as follows, where the horizontal maps are the iterated
boundary maps along corners (36) on the left, and the iterated residue maps along corners (37)
on the right.

gry' Hy(X', D'y — D@ Q) (X', — @c
| C! ’ C,
gryHy (X, D) —— P Q o (X, D) ——PC
Cc [
The claim in the general case then follows from the simple normal crossing case. ([

Corollary 2.18. Assume that (X, D) has genus zero. For a class 0 € Hy, (X, D), the canonical form
@ 1s the unique element of Q{log(X \ D) such that for every corner c of D we have the equality

Res. (@) = 0.(0).

This corollary allows one to compute canonical forms in cases where the recursive approach
fails (§2.4.3).

2.6. Adjoint hypersurfaces. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimension n, and Y c X
be a closed subvariety such that X \ Y is smooth. Assume that (X, Y) has genus zero, and let
o € H,(X,Y). If the canonical form @, is non-zero, its vanishing locus Z (@) is a hypersurface
in X which goes under the name adjoint hypersurface in the literature. If X is smooth and Y = D
is a normal crossing divisor, then @, is simply a section of the line bundle Q¥ (log D). This can
sometimes help to describe the adjoint hypersurface, as in the next proposition, some versions
of which already appeared in different guises [ABL17, KPR* 21, Lam24a].

Proposition 2.19. Let Y c P{ be a projective hypersurface of degree d = n+1. Assume that (P¢,Y)
has genus zero. Then for every class o € H, (P, Y) such that the canonical form @, is non-zero,
the adjoint hypersurface Z(@5) < P{ is a projective hypersurface of degreed —n—1.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 1.13 and the description of forms with at most simple poles
on projective space (Remark 1.14). O

Remark 2.20. In the case d = n+ 1, we get Z(®d,) = @. Such a situation is referred to in the
literature as a “simplex-like positive geometry” [ABL17] because a first example is given by a
simplex in projective space, with D a union of n + 1 independent hyperplanes.

2.7. Beyond genus zero. Let X be a compact complex variety of dimension n,and Y < X be a
closed subvariety such that X \ Y is smooth. If the genus g of (X, Y) is not assumed to be 0, then
the R-map (26) has a kernel of dimension g, and one can adapt Definition 2.6 to get a morphism

can: H,(X,Y) — Q{log(X\ Y)/ker(R).

In other words, canonical forms are only well-defined over a g-dimensional space of ambiguities.

Remark 2.21. Assume that X is smooth and that Y = D is a normal crossing divisor. Then
Proposition 2.17 implies that the g-dimensional space ker(R) consists of those elements of

Qfog(X \ D) whose corner residues all vanish. If n = 1, it contains the space of global holomorphic
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forms on X, which account for the Hodge number h="0 of H,,(X, D). However, it contains more
forms in general because some Hodge number h~”° maybe #0for0< p<n (e.g., X = IP% and
Y = a smooth curve of genus g > 0).

In certain situations, extra structure may lead to a preferred splitting of R, i.e., of the projection
Q{log(X \Y)— Qfog(X \ Y)/ker(R), and therefore to preferred choices of canonical forms. To fix a
unique choice of “canonical” form, one imposes as many linear conditions as the dimension of
ker(R), which equals g. In the remainder of this section, we discuss the case of curves.

2.7.1. The case of curves. Let X be a smooth compact complex curve (also known as a compact
Riemann surface) of genus g and let Y = {a, b} consist of two distinct points of X. We seek a
“canonical form” w = @y, for (the relative homology class of) a path y, ;, from a to b in X. The
residue long exact sequence reads:

(38) 0 — H'(X) — H'(X \{a, b}) == H({a}) (-1) @ HO({b}) (~1) — H?(X) — 0.

It follows that the non-vanishing Hodge numbers of H!(X\{a, b}) are h'0 = K01 = g and hbl=1.
Using Poincaré duality (16), one sees that the non-vanishing Hodge numbers of H; (X, {a, b}) are
h10=p0-1 = g and ho0=1.1In particular, the genus of (X, {a, b}) is g. By applying the (exact)
Hodge filtration functor F! to (38) one gets the exact sequence

0— H(X,0}) — 0} (X\{a,b) ~= CoC—C—0,

where the last map is the sum C & C — C. It states that given two complex numbers r,, r, which
sum to 0, there exists a form w € Q%Og(X \{a, b}) such that Res,(w) = r, and Res,(w) = rp, (such a
form is called a differential of the third kind). It is only well-defined modulo a global holomorphic
1-form on X (called a differential of the first kind). The space H°(X, Qk) of global holomorphic
1-forms on X has dimension g.

The literature provides a natural choice of differential of the third kind: there exists a unique
w € Q! (X\{a, b} with prescribed residues and whose periods are imaginary, i.e., such that

log
Refa)=0
1

for 6 any closed path in X \ {q, b}. This choice is related to the existence of Green’s functions,
also known as archimedean height pairings, on curves. See [BD21, §6.4] for a discussion and an
interpretation in purely algebraic terms using a “determinant trick”.

2.7.2. The case of elliptic curves. Let X = E be an elliptic curve, and assume that a,b € X are
distinct from the origin 0 € E. Then we may require the differential of the third kind w to vanish
at 0. Since a holomorphic differential on E (i.e., a generator of H(E, Q})) is nowhere vanishing,
this condition uniquely determines w. Furthermore, this choice of w is functorial with respect to
morphisms between elliptic curves.

Explicitly, if E is given in Weierstrass form by the affine equation y? = x3 + ux + v, then

_L(y+y®) _y+yl@)dx
2 x=xb) x-x@) y’

has residues —1 at @ and 1 at b, and vanishes at the origin (the point at infinity (0:0: 1)).

3. THE GENUS OF A PAIR OF VARIETIES

We study the genus of a pair of complex varieties, which generalizes the classical genus of a
curve, and the geometric genus of a smooth compact variety. For the sake of convenience, we
switch from homology to cohomology and restate Definition 2.1 as follows. The terminology
introduced here is non-standard.
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Definition 3.1. Let X be a complex variety of dimension #n, and Y c X be a closed suvariety. The
genus of the pair (X, Y), denoted by g(X, Y), is the sum of the Hodge numbers hPO of H*(X, Y),
forp>o0:
gX, V)= nP’H"(X,Y)).
p>0
3.1. The genus of a variety. We first focus on the case of a single variety, which already presents
some interesting subtleties in the singular case. We let g(X) := g(X, @).

3.1.1. The smooth case. In the smooth and compact case (which is the standard context for
defining the genus), the genus as defined in Definition 3.1 coincides with what is classically
called the geometric genus, i.e., the dimension of the space of global holomorphic forms of
maximal degree:

Proposition 3.2. Let X be a smooth and compact complex variety of dimension n = 1. Then
g(X) = dimH"(X,Q%).

Proof. Since H"(X) is a pure Hodge structure of weight n we have g(X) = dimH"°(X), which
equals the dimension of the space H’(X, Q%) by (13). U

The general case of smooth varieties easily reduces to the smooth compact case, as the next
result shows (it also proves the classical fact that the geometric genus is a birational invariant).

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a smooth complex variety and X X be a smooth compactification.
Then we have the equality

g(X) = g(X).

Proof. The natural map H"(X) — H'(X) is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures, and it is
enough to prove that it induces an isomorphism on the (p,0) components for all p > 0. Let
Z =X\ X. By (16) and classical Poincaré duality for X this amounts to proving that the natural
map H"(X, Z) — H*(X) induces an isomorphism on the (n — p, n) components for all p > 0.
Consider the long exact sequence in relative cohomology

o —H"Y(2) —H"X,Z) — H"(X) — H"(Z) — --- .
Since Z has dimension < n, by (14) we get that H" (Z)"~P" = 0 for all r and p, hence the
claim. O
Example 3.4. The genus of projective space is
(39) g(l]l’g) =0
and therefore every smooth rational variety has genus zero. This includes open subschemes of
projective spaces or Grassmannians, and blow-ups of such varieties along smooth subvarieties.

3.1.2. The singular case. For singular curves, our notion of genus agrees with the standard one:

Proposition 3.5. Let C be a complex curve, and let C be its canonical resolution of singularities.
Then we have the equality

g(C) =g(C).

Proof. The resolution 7: C — C is an isomorphism over a Zariski open Cy of C, and the loci
S=C\Cyand S = 771(S) are finite sets of points. By (9), the following natural morphism of
mixed Hodge structures induced by 7 is an isomorphism:

H!(C,8) —H!(C,S).
The relative cohomology long exact sequences of the pairs (C,S) and ,9 imply that the

natural morphisms of mixed Hodge structures H!(C,S) — H!(C) and H!(C,S) — H!(C) are
isomorphisms on the (1,0) components, and the claim follows. O
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In higher dimension, the genus of a singular variety may differ from the genus of a resolution
of singularities, as illustrated in the next example borrowed from [CC17, Example 4.2].

Example3.6. Let d = 2, let ¢ and ¥ be non-zero homogeneous polynomials in three variables
x,y,z of respective degrees d and d + 1, and let C = {¢ = 0} and D = {¢ = 0} denote the corre-
sponding curves in IP%. We assume that C and D are smooth and intersect transversely in d(d + 1)
points. Let X denote the blow-up of IP(IZ: along Cn D, and C c X the strict transform of C. Since
X is a smooth rational surface we have g(X) = 0 by Example 3.4, and more precisely,

(40) H2(X) = Q(-1) @ Q(—1)4@+D),

Denote coordinates on IP% by (x:y:z:w)andlet X c IP’% be the surface defined by the equation
we(x,y,z) =w(x,y,z). Its only singular pointis 0 = (0:0:0:1). Consider the rational map

sz - X, (x:y:2)— (xp(x, p,2) : y(x, 1,2) : 29(x, ¥, 2) : W (X, 1, 2)),

which sends a line through o in P% to its other intersection point with X. It induces a regular
morphism

n: X — X,
which is an isomorphism over X \ {0}, with 77 ({0}) = C. By (9), the natural morphism of mixed
Hodge structures induced by 7:

H?(X) =~ H*(X, {0}) — H*(X, 0),
is an isomorphism. Consider the long exact sequence in relative cohomology for the pair (X, C):
- —H'(X) —H'(C) — H*(X,C) — H*(X) — H*(C) — -
We have H! (X) =~ H' (P%) = 0 and the map H?(X) — H?(C) =~ Q(-1) is easily seen to be surjective,
with kernel Q(—1)4@*D by (40). Since C = C, we obtain the short exact sequence
0 — H'(C) — H?(X) — Q(-)*“*V —0,
which shows that the only non-zero Hodge numbers of H(X) are h0 = h®! = g(C) = 4=1d=2),
and k! = d(d + 1). Therefore the genus of X is g(X) = g(C), and ifd = 3,
gX)#g(X) =0
which implies that the genus of X is different from the genus of its resolution of singularities X.

3.2. Properties of the genus.

3.2.1. Invariance under modification. If f: (X', Y’) — (X, Y) is a modification then we have
(41) gX,V)=gX", Y

because of the isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures (9) for e = dim(X).

3.2.2. Products.
Proposition 3.7. If(X,Y) and (X', Y') have genus zero, then so does (X x X',(Y x X' U X x Y')).
Proof. Let n=dim(X) and n' = dim(X’). We have the Kiinneth formula for relative cohomology:

H™ (X x X\ Y xX'uXxY)~ @ H(X ) eH (X,Y).
i+i'=n+n’'
By (14) the terms with i > n or i’ > n’ have vanishing Hodge numbers h”? for all p, and by
assumption the term with (i, i") = (n, n’) has vanishing hPO for all p > 0. The claim follows. [

Remark 3.8. The proof of Proposition 3.7 shows that if (X, Y) and (X', Y’) have combinatorial
rank zero, then g(X x X', (Y x X'UX x Y")) = g(X, Y)g(X', Y'). Alternatively, this follows from the
fact that g(X,Y) =dimF°H, (X, Y) and g(X’, Y') = dimF°H,,(X’, Y’), which follows from (24).
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3.2.3. Hartogs phenomenon. The genus is insensitive to subvarieties of codimension = 2, as
follows.

Proposition 3.9. Let X be a complex variety, and Y,Z < X be closed subvarieties. If Z has
codimension = 2, then
gX, YuZ)=g(X,Y).

Proof. Let n =dim(X). We have the long exact sequence in relative cohomology (7):
—=H"YZ,YnZ)-H"X,YUZ) - H"X,Y)-H"Z,YNZ)—---.

We have used the isomorphism H*(Yu Z, Z) =~ H*(Z, Y n Z), which follows from (9) applied to the
modification (Z,Y N Z) — (YU Z,Y). Since dim(Z) < n— 2, we have by (14) that H*"YZ,YNn2Z)
and H"(Z, Y n Z) have vanishing Hodge numbers hP0 for all p >0, and the claim follows. [

3.2.4. Recursion. One can estimate and sometimes compute the genus in a recursive manner,
as follows.

Proposition 3.10. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n and Z c Y < X be closed subvarieties,
with Y of codimension 1. We have the inequalities:

gX,2)<gX,Y)<gX,2)+g(Y,2).
IfH”_l(X, Z)P0 = 0 forallp >0 (e.g., if X is compact and X \ Z is smooth and affine), then
gX,Y)=g(X,2)+g(Y, 2).

Note that by Proposition 3.9, if Z has codimension =2 in X then g(X, Z) = g(X). We state the
case Z = @ for future reference.

Corollary 3.11. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n and Y < X be a closed subvariety of
codimension 1. We have the inequalities:

(42) gX)<sgX,Y)<sgX)+g(Y).
IfH”_l(X)p'O =0forallp >0, then
gX,Y)=g(X)+g(Y).
Note that we can have g(X,Y) < g(X) + g(Y), see §2.4.3.

Proof of Proposition 3.10. Consider the long exact sequence in relative cohomology (7):
- —H"Y(X,2)-H"1(Y,2) - H"(X,Y) - H"(X,Z) - H"(Y, Z) — ---.

For p > 0, by (14) we get that H" (Y, Z)P0 = 0 because Y has dimension n — 1, and therefore we
get a long exact sequence

- >H"Y( X, 2P - (v, 2)P° - HY (X, Y)P? - H"(X, 2)P? — 0.

The result follows. If X is compact and X \ Z is smooth, then Poincaré duality (16) gives an
isomorphism between H" (X, Z) and H**1(X \ Z)V (n), which vanishes if X \ Z is affine (“Artin
vanishing”). O

We also have the following useful special cases of Proposition 3.10.

Corollary 3.12. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n, andY,Y' < X be two closed subvari-
eties of codimension 1. We have the inequalities:

(43) gX,YN<gX,yuYN<gX,Y)+g(y,ynY".
IFH"Y(X,Y")P0 =0 forall p > 0 (e.g, if X is compact and X \'Y' is smooth and affine), then
gX,YuY)=g(X,Y)+g(Y, Y nY").

Proof. By applying (41) to the modification (Y, Y NnY') — (YuY',Y)weget g(YuY'Y') =
g(Y, Y nY’), and the result follows from Proposition 3.10. O
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Corollary 3.13. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n, and Y c X be a closed subvariety of
codimension 1, decomposed into irreducible componentsasY = Y1U---UYy. Set Z = Z,U---UZy
with Z; = YinUjz; Yj. We have the inequalities:

N
gX)<gX,V)<gX)+) g(V;, Z)).
i=1

IfH" (X, 2)P° =0 for all p > 0 then

N
gX,Y) =g+ ) g(Yi,Z)).
i=1
Proof. Note that Z has codimension = 2 in X, hence g(X, Z) = g(X) by Proposition 3.9. By
applying (41) to the modification (| ; Y;,11Z;) — (Y, Z), we get g(Y, Z) = Y ; g(V;, Z;), and the
result follows from Proposition 3.10. O

One can use Corollary 3.13 inductively to estimate the genus, as in the next result.

Corollary 3.14. Let X be a complex variety, and D c X be a simple normal crossing divisor,
written as a union Dy U --- U Dy of smooth irreducible components. Then we have the inequality:
gx,D)<s ). gDp.

I<{l,...,N}
3.2.5. Genus and compactification. A subtelty of the notion of the genus of a pair is that in
general it can change after passing to a compactification, contrary to the case of single variety
(Proposition 3.3), see Example 3.20 below. One is naturally led to the following constraints.

Definition 3.15. Let X be a complex variety, and let Y, Z < X be two closed subvarieties. The
triple (X, Y, Z) is locally of product type if it is locally (in the analytic topology) isomorphic to a
triple (U x V, Yy x V, U x Zy) for pairs (U, Yy) and (V, Zy) of complex analytic varieties.

The prototypical example of such a situation is a triple (X, A, B) where X is a smooth complex
variety X and A, B are two hypersurfaces in X that do not share an irreducible component and
such that AU B is a normal crossing divisor in X.

Definition 3.16. Let (X, Y) be a pair of complex varieties such that X \ Y is smooth. A good
compactification of (X, Y) is a pair (X,Y) where X is a compactification of X and Y is the Zariski
closure of Y in X, such that X \' Y is smooth and such that if Z denotes the complement X\X,
the triple (X, Y, Z) is locally of product type.

Note that a good compactification of (X, @) is simply a pair (X, @) with X a smooth compacti-
fication of X. If X is compact, then X itself is a good compactification of (X, Y).

Example 3.17. Take X = C? with coordinates x, y, and Y the union of the two parallel lines
L={x=0)and L' ={x=1}. Then X = IP% does not give rise to a good compactification because
near the point at infinity (1:0:0) where Land Z, meet the line at infinity Z, the triple (X,Y,2)is
not of product type. An example of a good compactification in this case is [Pé x IP}E.

We do not know whether every pair (X, Y) admits a good compactification. However, one can
easily prove, using embedded resolution of singularities, that every pair (X, Y) has a modification
(X', Y') which admits a good compactification, which is enough for most purposes in view of (9).

Proposition 3.18. Let (X, Y) be a pair of complex varieties such that X\'Y is smooth. Let (X,Y) be
a good compatctification of (X,Y), and let Z = X\ X. For all k we have an isomorphism of mixed
Hodge structures:

(44) Hi(X,V)=H;X\Z,Y\YNnZ) =H"*X\Y,Z\Y n 2)(n).

Proof. This follows from the same argument as in the proof of [BD21, Theorem 3.1] (see Remark
3.1 of op. cit.). O
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Proposition 3.19. Let (X,Y) be a pair of complex varieties such that X \'Y is smooth, and let
(X, Y) be a good compactification of (X,Y). Then we have the equality

gX,Y)=g(X,Y).

Proof. Itis enough to prove that the natural map H"(X,Y) — H"(X, Y) induces an isomorphism
after applying grg. Let Z = X\ X. By Proposition 3.18 we have the Poincaré duality isomorphism

H"(X,Y)=H"(X\Z,Y\YNnZ)=H"(X\Y,Z\YNnZ)"(n) and H"(X,Y)=H"(X\Y)"(n).
We are therefore reduced to proving that the natural map H*(X\Y, Z\YnZ) — H*(X\Y) induces

an isomorphism on gry:. This follows from the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.3,
which uses the fact that dim Z < n. U

Example 3.20. The following situation, which builds upon Example 3.17, illustrates the relevance
of the “good compactification” assumption in Proposition 3.19 (this is inspired by [BD21, Remark
3.3]). Start with Xj = C? with coordinates x, y and Yy = LU L' U L"” the union of the three affine
lines L ={x=0}, L' ={x =1}, and L" = {y = 0}. Since both X, and Y, are contractible, we have
H'(Xo, Yp) = 0 for all i. Now consider the compactification Xo = P2, Yo = LUL'UL" the union of
three projective lines forming a triangle with one vertex L L’ on the line at infinity Z = X \ Xo.
It is not a good compactification of (Xo, Yp) because it is not of product type near Ln L'. Using
Poincaré duality (16) one sees that the only non-zero cohomology groups of the pair (X, Y )
are H? = Q(0), H® = Q(-1)%?, and H* = Q(-2).

Now fix a smooth compact connected complex curve C of genus g > 0, and consider the
pair (X, Y) = (Xp x C, Yp x C) and its compactification (X,Y) = (Yo X C,?o x C). Itis not a good
compactification. By the Kiinneth formula for relative cohomology, H(X,Y) vanishes for all i,
and H3(X,Y) ~H (O) & @(—1)352. Therefore (X, Y) has genus 0 while (X,Y) has genus g.

3.3. Examples.
3.3.1. TheO-dimensional case. A point has genus zero because H°(pt) is pure of weight 0.

3.3.2. Thel-dimensional case. Let C be a curve and S c C be a finite set. By Corollary 3.11 and
the fact that g(S) = 0, we have

g(C,8) =g(0),
the classical genus of C (Proposition 3.5). Therefore, (C, S) has genus zero if and only if C does.

3.3.3. Projective plane curves. We start with a general statement about projective hypersurfaces,
which follows from Corollary 3.11.

Proposition 3.21. For a hypersurface Y < P{ we have
g(ﬂj’g, Y)=g(Y).
IfCc P% is a curve, we therefore have
(45) g(P%,0) =g(C),

which by Proposition 3.5 equals the classical genus of C. Recall that this is computed, for an
irreducible curve C of degree d in P2, by the formula

g(C) = w _ Z 5p(0),

2 PeC
where 6 p(C) is the § -invariant of a point P. (It equals 0 if and only if P is a smooth point, and
1if P is anode.) In particular, if C is smooth then its genus is simply (d_l)zﬂ. Examples of
projective plane curves of genus zero include all lines (d = 1) and quadrics (d = 2), along with
cubics (d = 3) with at least one singular point.

For curves with many irreducible components, we have the following result.
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Proposition 3.22. LetCy,...,C; be curves in [P’% without common irreducible components. Then
g(Cu---uC) =g(C) +---+g(Cy).
In particular, any union of genus zero curves (e.g., lines, quadrics, singular cubics) has genus zero.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.5 and the fact that the resolution of singularities of
C; U---U C; is the disjoint union of the resolutions of singularities of the C;. U

3.3.4. Projective hypersurfaces. Let Y be a hypersurface in P{ defined by a homogeneous poly-

nomial of degree d. By Proposition 3.21 we have g(P?,Y) = g(Y). If Y is smooth and n = 1,

Proposition 1.13 and Remark 1.14 yield the genus-degree formula g(Y) = (dlzl), and in particular

g(Y) =0ifand onlyif d < n. In general, we still have the following useful result [DD90, Théoreme
1], which is a Hodge-theoretic version of the Chevalley-Warning theorem.

Theorem 3.23. A hypersurface inP{ of degree < n has genus zero.

Remark 3.24. In general, the middle degree cohomology H"~!(Y) of a hypersurface Y in P¢ of
degree d < n is not of Tate type, even though its h%"~! vanishes. The first example of such a
phenomenon is a smooth cubic 3-fold (n = 4 and d = 3) for which h!"? = h?>! = 5. By the work of
Hirzebruch [Hir66, §22.1], all Hodge numbers of smooth projective hypersurfaces have explicit
expressions in terms of d and n.

If Y has many irreducible components, then one can bound its genus using Corollaries 3.12
and 3.13 and the following generalization of Theorem 3.23.

Theorem 3.25. Let Yy,...,Y; be (possibly singular) hypersurfaces in P¢ of degrees dy, ..., d;. If
dy+---+d, <nthenYyn---NnY; has genus zero.

Proof. By induction on r, using inclusion-exclusion and applying [DD90, Théoréme 1] to the
hypersurfaces Y;, U---U Y;, which all have degree < n. O

In low degree one has the following result.

Proposition 3.26. The following projective hypersurfaces have genus zero:

1) a union of hyperplanes;
2) a union of hyperplanes and one quadric.

Proof. This follows by induction on the number of hyperplanes, applying Corollary 3.12 to X =
projective space and Y = a hyperplane and using the fact that projective spaces and quadrics
have genus zero. 0

3.3.5. Linear fibrations. In [P’g with homogeneous coordinates (xp: x; : -+ : Xj), let us consider a
hypersurface defined by a homogeneous polynomial

F 0, X1, X0) = X0 fO(X1, ..., Xn) + folx1, ..., Xn),
with f° and f, homogeneous polynomials in xi, ..., x,, and f° #0.
Proposition 3.27. We have the equality
gPLV () =g®L, V().
Proof. Let o denote the point (1:0:---:0) € P, and consider the projection from o,
[P’S\{o}—»[P’g_l, (Xp:x1:-1xp)— (1 :--- 1 xp).
It restricts to an isomorphism
(46) VIO\V(S, ) — PV

whose inverse is given by the rational map (xj : -+ : x,) — (= fo : fx1 :+--: f%x,,). The latter
admits the following interpretation: indentify the pencil of lines ¢ through o with IPg‘l, and
consider the map ¢ — ¢ n V(f) which is well-defined outside V' ( fO). The isomorphism (46)
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induces an isomorphism in compactly supported cohomology, which, since V(f) and IP’g_1 are
compact, gives an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures

H YV, VO =1 ®E L V).

The long exact sequence in relative cohomology (7) for the triple (P?, V(f), V(f, f°)) reads:
@7) - —H"TPLV, ) - H L VO, VI O = HUPL V() — H' @ VS, f0) — -
By definition, V(f, f°) c P2 is a cone over V(fp, f°) P2~ with cone point o, and the projection

V(f, £\ o} = Vo, £

is a locally trivial A}:-bundle. Using the Leray spectral sequence in compactly supported coho-
mology, we therefore get isomorphisms of mixed Hodge structures

(48) H(V(f, fO\ o) = H2(V(fo, fO) (- 1),
and therefore
HEQV(f, FO\ o7 =0
for all k and p = 0. By considering the localization long exact sequence
= H o)) = HE(V(f, )\ ioh) — HE (v (£, ) — HE (fo) — -

we deduce that H*(V (£, f%)%P = HE(V(f, f°)%P = 0 for all k = 1 and p = 0. The long exact
sequence in relative cohomology (7) for the pair (P2, V(f, f°)) implies that H* (P2, V (£, f%))%P =
0 for all k and p = 0. Thus by (47) we conclude that

H'@ZL V(MNP =H" V() V(f, fO)P forall p=0,

and the claim follows on applying the isomorphism (46). O

4. THE COMBINATORIAL RANK OF A PAIR OF VARIETIES

We study the notion of combinatorial rank for a pair of complex varieties. For the sake of
convenience, we switch from homology to cohomology and restate Definition 2.2 as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n, and Y c X be a closed subvariety.
The combinatorial rank of (X, Y), denoted by cr(X, Y), is the Hodge number h®° of H*(X, Y), or
equivalently the dimension of the weight zero subspace ngV H"(X,Y)=WoH"(X,Y).

cr(X,Y) =dimH"(X, ) = dimgry H" (X, Y).
Note that
(49) if (X, Y) has genus zero, cr(X,Y)=dim Q{’Og(X \Y)

is the dimension of the space of forms on X\ Y with logarithmic poles at infinity, or, in other
words, the maximum number of linearly independent canonical forms for (X, Y).

4.1. The case of a smooth variety. We let cr(X) := cr(X, @). Since the H of a point is pure of
weight 0 and dimension 1, the combinatorial rank of a point is 1:

cr(pt) =1.
For smooth varieties of positive dimension, the combinatorial rank vanishes:
Proposition 4.2. If X is smooth of dimension = 1, then cr(X) = 0.

Proof. By (15) we have h®°(H"(X)) = 0if n = dim(X) > 1. O
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4.2. The combinatorial rank as a combinatorial invariant. Let X be a connected complex
variety of dimension n, and Y < X be a non-empty closed subvariety, decomposed into distinct
irreducible components as Y; U---U Yy. For aset I c {1,..., N} we let Y; =(;c; Y; denote the
corresponding intersection. This includes the special case Y4 = X. The following discussion is
standard in the case of simple normal crossing divisors.

Definition 4.3. Assume that all the multiple intersections Y; are smooth, for I c {1,..., N}. The
dual complex of Y, denoted by A(Y), is the abstract A-complex with one k-simplex for each
connected component of some multiple intersection Y; for |I| = k + 1, with attaching maps
prescribed by the inclusions of such intersections.

Concretely, A(Y) has N vertices, an edge between vertices i, j for each connected component
of Y; n'Y}, a triangle with vertices i, j, k for each connected component of Y; N Y; N ¥y, etc.

Proposition 4.4. If all the multiple intersections Y; are smooth, for I c {1,..., N}, then
cr(X,Y) =dimH,_1(A(Y)).

Proof. Consider the spectral sequence in relative homology (11), and note that ngV Hqy(Y)) =0
for all I and g > 0 as a consequence of (15) and the smoothness assumption. It follows that
gr})’v H.(X,Y) is the homology of the complex

= @ Ho(Yp— @ Ho(Yp) —--—EHo(YinY;) — @PHo(Y;) = Ho(X) —0,
[=n |Jl=n—1 i<j i
where Hy(X) sits in degree 0. By definition, this is, up to a shift, the complex which computes
the reduced homology of A(Y), and the claim follows. (|

The proposition applies in particular if X is smooth and Y = D is a simple normal crossing
divisor, in which case A(D) has dimension < n—1 and gr})N H, (X, D) is asubspace of @ =, Ho(Y7)
as explained in Proposition 2.17.

Example4.5. In X = P2, consider Y = CuU L, U L, where C is a smooth conic and L;, L, are two
distinct lines which intersect on C (see Figure 1). The dual complex has three vertices C, L;, Lo,
five edges (two for Cn Ly, two for Cn Ly, and one for L; N Ly), and one triangle for CN Ly N Ly. It
is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of two circles (one can contract the triangle to a point), hence
cr(X,Y) =dimH; (A(Y)) = 2. The shaded region (left) has a relative homology class in Hy (X, Y)
whose image in ngVHg (X,Y) = H; (A(Y)) can be represented by the outer cycle of the dual
complex A(Y). (Note that in this case H, (X, Y) is in fact isomorphic to glrgV Hy(X,Y) = @(0)2.)

Ly
L, L,

L,

Cc Cc

FIGURE 1. The union of a conic and two lines in the projective plane (left), and
its dual complex (right). The shaded region (left) corresponds to the outer cycle
(right).
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If the multiple intersections Y; are not smooth, then it is not as easy to compute the combina-
torial rank. In the case of a non-simple normal crossing divisor (e.g., the nodal cubic, see §5.4),
there is a generalization of Proposition 4.4 which uses the notion of symmetric A-complexes,
see [CGP21, §3].

4.3. Properties of the combinatorial rank.

4.3.1. Invariance under modification. If f : (X', Y') — (X, Y) is a modification then we have
(50) cr(X,Y)=cr(X', Y

because of the isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures (9) for = dim(X).

4.3.2. Products. The combinatorial rank is multiplicative:
Proposition 4.6. For pairs (X,Y) and (X',Y") we have
(X x X, Y xX'uX xY") =cr(X, V)er(X', Y.
Proof. Let n=dim(X) and n’ = dim(X"). We have the Kiinneth formula for relative cohomology:

H’H’n/(XxX,,YXX/UXX Y'): @ Hi(X, Y)®Hi/(X,, Y’)-

i+i'=n+n'

By (14) the terms with i > n or i’ > n’ have vanishing grxv, hence the claim. U

4.3.3. Hartogs phenomenon. The following proposition is proved as for Proposition 3.9.

Proposition 4.7. Let X be a complex variety, and Y,Z < X be closed subvarieties. If Z has
codimension = 2, then

c(X,YuZ)=cr(X,Y).
4.3.4. Recursion. The following proposition is proved in the same way as Proposition 3.10.

Proposition 4.8. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n and Z c Y c X be closed subvarieties,
with Y of codimension 1. We have the inequalities:

cr(X,Z)<scr(X,Y)<cr(X,2)+cr(Y,2).
Ifgr‘(;V H"Y(X,2) =0 (e.g, if X is compact and X \ Z is smooth and affine), then
cr(X,Y)=cr(X,2)+cr(Y,2).
Note that by Proposition 4.7, if Z has codimension = 2 in X then cr(X, Z) = cr(X).

Corollary 4.9. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n and Y < X be a closed subvariety of
codimension 1. We have the inequalities:

(51) cr(X)<cr(X,Y) <cr(X)+cr(y).
Ifgry H'1(X) = 0, then
cr(X,Y)=cr(X)+cr(Y).
In particular, if X is smooth of dimension n = 2 then
cr(X,Y)=cr(Y).

The fact that ngVH”_1 (X) =0 if X is smooth and n = 2 follows from (15). For an example
where cr(X,Y) < cr(X) +cr(Y), take X = PL, ¥ = pt, and note that cr(X) = cr(X,Y) = 0 and
cr(Y)=1.

We also have the following useful special cases of Proposition 4.8, which are proved in the
same way as Corollaries 3.12 and 3.13.
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Corollary 4.10. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n, and Y,Y' < X be two closed subvari-
eties of codimension 1. We have the inequalities:
(52) (X, Y)<cer(X,YuY) <er(X,Y) +cr(Y, Y n Y.
Ifgryy H1(X,Y") =0 (e.g., if X is compact and X \'Y' is smooth and affine), then
(X, YuY)=cr(X, Y +cr(Y, Y nY').
Corollary 4.11. Let X be a complex variety of dimension n, and Y c X be a closed subvariety of

codimension 1, decomposed into irreducible componentsas Y = YiU---UYy. Set Z = Z,U---UZy
with Z; = YinUjzi Yj. We have the inequalities:

N
cr(X)<cr(X,Y)<cr(X)+ Z cr(Y;, Z;).
i=1

Ifgryy H1(X, Z) =0, then
N
cr(X,Y) =cr(X) + ) _ cr(Y;, Zp).
i=1
4.3.5. Combinatorial rank and compactification. The following proposition is proved in the
same way as Proposition 3.19.

Proposition 4.12. Let (X,Y) be a pair of complex varieties such that X \'Y is smooth, and let
(X,Y) be a good compactification of (X,Y). Then we have the equality

cr(X,Y)=cr(X,Y).

Example 4.13. With the notation of Example 3.20, we see that (Xj, Yp) has combinatorial rank 0,
and (X, Yo) has combinatorial rank 1, illustrating the necessity for the “good compactification”
assumption in Proposition 4.12.

4.4. Examples.
4.4.1. The0-dimensional case. A point has combinatorial rank cr(pt) = 1.

4.4.2. The 1-dimensional case. Let C be a complex curve. For a point P € C, we let rp(C) denote
the number of local branches of C at P (it is usually called the branching number). If P is a
smooth point then rp(C) = 1.

Proposition 4.14. Let C be a connected complex curve.

1) Let k denote the number of irreducible components of C. Then we have the equality:

cr(C) =
pPeC

Y (rp(O) - 1)) —(k-1).

2) For a non-empty finite subset S c C, we have the equality:

cr(C,S) =cr(C) +|SI-1.
Proof. The second statement follows from the long exact sequence in relative cohomology (7):
(53) 0—H°(C) — H°(S) — H(C,$) — H'(C) — 0.

For the first statement, we assume without loss of generality that C has at least one singular
point. Let Z < C denote its singular locus, and note the equality

(54) cr(C)=cr(C,2)—-|Z]+1,

which follows from the second statement. The canonical resolution of singularities 7 : C — C
induces a modification (C,77'(Z)) — (C, Z), and therefore cr(C, Z) = cr(C,n~'(Z)). Note that C
is smooth and has k connected components, each of which contains at least one point of 771 (Z).
By applying (53) to (C, Z) we deduce that:

(55) er(C,n N (2) = In 1 (2)| - k.
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By combining (54) and (55) we get the equality

cr(Q) = n M2 -121 - (k-1) = (Z (n ' (P)l- 1)) —(k-1),
PeC

and the claim follows from the fact that |71 (P)| = rp(C) for every point P. O
4.4.3. Projective hypersurfaces. The following proposition follows from Corollary 4.9.
Proposition 4.15. IfY c P{ is a hypersurface, we have

cr(Pg, Y) =cr(Y).

As for the genus (Theorem 3.23), projective hypersurfaces of small degree have vanishing
combinatorial rank, by [DD90, Théoreme 1].

Theorem 4.16. A hypersurface inP{ of degree < n has combinatorial rank zero.
We also have the following useful result.

Proposition 4.17. Let D < P{ be a normal crossing divisor of degree d, and assume that the pair
(P2, D) has genus zero. Then its combinatorial rank is given by the formula

n d-1
cr([FDC,D) = .
n
Proof. This follows from Proposition 1.13 and the description of differential forms with at most

a simple pole on projective space (Remark 1.14). O

Remark 4.18. Proposition 4.17 implies that (P?, D) has combinatorial rank 1 if and only if
d = n+1. By Proposition 2.19 this is equivalent to (PZ, D) underlying a “simplex-like positive
geometry” in the sense of Remark 2.20.

4.4.4. Linear fibrations. In P¢ with homogeneous coordinates (xp : X1 : -+ X), let us consider a
hypersurface defined by a homogeneous polynomial

f(x()le;---;xn) = xOfO(xly---)xn) +f0(xlv---)x}’l))

with f° and fy homogeneous polynomials in x;,..., x,, and f° # 0. The following proposition is
proved in the same way as Proposition 4.19.

Proposition 4.19. We have the equality
P2, V() = cx®r L, V().

5. EXAMPLES

We give some examples of genus zero pairs and canonical forms, some of which are standard
in the context of positive geometries [ABL17].

5.1. The point. A point X = pt has genus zero and combinatorial rank 1, and the map
can: Hy(pt) — Q‘fog(pt)
is the natural inclusion of @ inside C, i.e., sends the class of the 0-cycle {pt} to the 0-form 1:
Oy = 1.
5.2. The projective line. Let a,b € I]J’clC be two distincts points. The pair (P}, {a, b}) has genus

zero and combinatorial rank 1, and a basis of H; (PL, {a, b}) is given by (the class of) a continuous
pathy,, fromato bin I]J’Qlt. Its canonical form is

z—b
Dy, :dlog(z_a),

with the convention that z — oo should be replaced with 1 in this formula.
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5.3. Toric varieties. Let X be a compact toric variety over C, with its open dense torus (C*)" c X,
and let Y = X\ (C*)". Then by Poincaré duality (16),

H,(X,Y) =H"((C")™"(n) = Q(0)

is 1-dimensional, with a basis element o, which is well-defined up to a sign because Poincaré
duality holds over Z. The pair (X, Y) therefore has genus zero and canonical rank 1, and the
canonical form of ¢ is, up to a sign, the standard n-form on X\ Y = (C*)",

dz dz
Dy = t— N A2,
21 Zn
Remark 5.1. It was already proved in [ABL17, §5.6] that toric varieties give rise to positive
geometries in the sense of op. cit..

5.4. The nodal cubic. (Compare with [ABL17, §5.3.1] in the context of positive geometries.) We
work in the projective plane [P’% with homogeneous coordinates (xg : x : x2) and the affine chart
C2 with affine coordinates (x, ¥) := (x1/x0, X2/ xp). Consider the nodal cubic

Y = {(x0: 1 : X2) € P2 | xox5 = X% (x0 — X1)}

with affine equation y? = x?(1 - x). Note that it is a (non-simple) normal crossing divisor. Indeed,
near the singular point (0,0), one can choose a holomorphic branch of v/1 — x and consider the
holomorphic coordinates (x’ = xv/1 — x, y) for which the equation of Y reads (y — x')(y + x') = 0.
The “teardrop”
o=1{(x,y) €IR2|x>0,y2 <x?-x%,

shown in Figure 2 has boundary along Y.

y

FIGURE 2. The nodal cubic y? = x*>(1 - x).

The long exact sequence in relative homology (6) shows that
Hy(P?,Y) = Q(0),
with basis the class of o. Therefore (P?, Y) has genus zero and combinatorial rank 1.

Proposition 5.2. The canonical form of o is given by the formula

_ . Xodxy Adxp —xydxo Adxp + xpdxo Adxy dxady
7 xoxg—x%(xo—xl) STy —x2(1-x)

We give several different proofs of this proposition.
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5.4.1. By computing iterated residues at corners. Since Y is a (non-simple) normal crossing
divisor in IP%, we can compute canonical forms by using Corollary 2.18. Let w denote the
right-hand side of the claimed equality, and let us note that it has logarithmic poles along Y.
Indeed, this is clearly the case away from (0,0) (by proposition 1.13), and in local holomorphic
coordinates (x' = xv'1 — x, ) near (0,0) we can write

dx' Ady
v (y—xN(y+x)
where ¢ is holomorphic and verifies ¢(0,0) = 1. Locally around (0,0), let Y, = {y + x’ = 0} and
Y_ = {y — x' = 0} denote the two local branches of Y. We have

w= = @dlog(y + x') Adlog(y — x'),

Resy .~y Resy (w)=1 and 0dy,ny dy (0)=1,

which proves the claim.

5.4.2. By using the recursion. Having noted that w has logarithmic poles along Y as in the first
proof, we want to apply Proposition 2.14 for Z = {(0,0)}. Note that the normalisation of the nodal
cubic produces a modification (Definition 1.2)

p:(Pe,{-1,1) — (¥, 2)

defined in affine coordinates by t — (1 — 2, t(1 — t?)). (Concretely, if t ¢ {—1,1}, then p(?) is
the intersection of Y \ Z with the line y = tx.) This implies that (Y, Z) has genus zero. Via the
isomorphism H; (PL,{-1,1}) = H, (Y, Z), the boundary of o along Y corresponds to the real
interval [—1, 1] oriented from —1 to 1. By the invariance under modification (29), it is enough to
check the equality

?
Resy (W) = @g5 = @(-1,1]

in Q%Og(Y \Z) =~ Q%Og(lP}: \ {—1,1}). We easily compute

Resy (w) = Res %/\dlo(z—xz(l_x)))—g - _
yw) = Yy gy _yy_l—tz_

which is the canonical form of the interval [—1, 1], and the claim follows.

—2dt r—1
dlog(
t+1

)

5.4.3. By blowing up. One replaces Y by a simple normal crossing divisor by performing the
blow-upn: P — P2 along the point (0,0). By the invariance by modification (29), we have

' 0, = OF,

where 7 is the strict transform of o, shown in Figure 3.

Itis contained in the affine chart of P with coordinates (u, v) = (x, y/ x), where n(u, v) = (u, uv).
The exceptional divisor E is given by the equation u = 0, and the strict transform Y of Y, by the
equation v =1 - u. One easily computes:

. dundv du dv
Tw=2—————=2—NAN———".
u(v?-(1-uw) u v-(1-uw
From this expression, one easily verifies that 7*w is indeed the canonical form of &, for instance
by using Corollary 2.18. Taking first the residue along the exceptional divisor yields

Resp(m*w) = -2 dv =dlo (v+1
E I & v—1

’

while 0g(0) is the interval [—1,1] in the v-coordinate, oriented from ¢ = {v—1=0} to c; =
{v+1 = 0}. By defining the double residues along c.. in this order (first along E then along
v = %1), we obtain

Res, (1"w)=—-1 and Res., (1"w)=1,
which is consistent with taking the double boundary (in the same order):

9. @) =-1 and o, () =1.
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v

\c_

,_/-/-"/'/_/‘C+

FIGURE 3. The nodal cubic y2 = x2(1 - x) after blow-up of the node (0,0), in the
coordinate chart (u,v) = (x,y/x). The vertical line v = 0 is the exceptional
divisor.

5.5. The cuspidal cubic and a line. We work in the projective plane [P’f: with homogeneous
coordinates (xg : x; : x2) and the affine chart C? with affine coordinates (x, ¥) := (x1/ X0, X2/ Xp).
Consider the cuspidal cubic

C={(xp:x1:x2) € [P%Ixoxg = xf}

with affine equation y? = x3. Its only singular point is (0,0) and it is not a normal crossing divisor.
It has genus zero because its resolution of singularities is

Pe—C, (to: 1) — (£ : tot? : 1),

which in the affine coordinate t = #;/ty corresponds to t — (t2, 3). For anyline L c P2, Proposi-
tions 3.21 and 3.22 then implies that the pair (P2, C U L) has genus zero.

As for the combinatorial rank, we have, by Corollary 4.10 and Proposition 4.15, cr(P2,CUL) =
cr(P%,L) +cr(C,Cn L) = cr(L) + cr(C,C n L). Using Proposition 4.14, we see that cr(L) = 0 and
cr(C,CnL)=|CnL|-1. Hence,

cr(P2,Cul)=|CnL|-1.

5.5.1. Aline in general position. Let L c IP% denote the line defined by the projective equation
X1 = Xy, i.e., the affine equation x = 1. Then |Cn L| = 3 (including a point at infinity) and the pair
(P2, Cu L) has combinatorial rank 2. The domain

o={x, ) eR?|0<sx<1,)*<x’} c P*(R),

shown in Figure 4, has boundary contained in CU L, and therefore defines a class in Ho (P2, CUL).
We compute its canonical form after determining the space of forms on IPQZ: \CuLwith logarithmic
poles at infinity, which we already know has dimension 2 by (49).

Proposition 5.3. The space Qfog(P% \ CU L) consists of the forms

X0 dx; Adxy —x; de Adxo + xo de Adx; dx A d_)/
= (a1x+ azy)—zg)
(x-1D(y°—x°)

(a1x1 + azx2)
2
(x1 — X0) (X0 X3 — x3)

with ay, ay € C. The canonical form of o is given by the formula

xodxy Adxp —x1dxo Adxy +xpdxo Adxy . dxady
(1 — X0) (Xo X5 — X7) (x-D(?-x3)

Dg =—2X1
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FIGURE 4. The cuspidal cubic y? = x* and the line x = 1.

Proof. By Proposition 1.15, an element of the space Qfog([F"% \CuU L) is a two-form

X0 dxl AN de - X1 de A de + Xo de N dx1

(56) w=(agxp+a1x]+azxy)
(x1 — Xo) (Xo X3 — x3)

(57) :(a0+a1x+a2y)M,
(x=D(y?-x%)
with ay, a1, az € C, such that Res¢(w) and Resy (w) have logarithmic poles at infinity. The latter
condition ends up being vacuous, and we consider the former by computing: By noting that
dxady 1

dx
=— dlog(y* - x%),
G-DG2—x) 2y x_1 Malesy — )

we find that

=(ap+a atd)— (2% o +ant] ——
c ot Zhap -1 (g T T e

’

-1

1 dx
Resc(w) =(ap+ar1x+ary) ———
2y x

where we work in the coordinates (x, y) = (2, %) on C*8\ Cn L=P{ \ {-1,0,1,00}. Clearly, such
a form always has logarithmic poles at —1, 1,00, and has a logarithmic pole (and is in fact regular)
at 0 if and only if ¢ = 0.

Now by Proposition 2.14, the canonical form w = @, must satisfy

t+1) dr
=-2

2-1

Resc(w) = @5, (0) = dlog P

because 0¢ (o) is the interval [—1, 1] oriented from 1 to —1. Therefore, @y =-2and a; =0. [

Remark 5.4. There are two other interesting relative cycles in this situation, namely the (topo-
logical closures of the) domains

(o ={(x,y)€[R22|x> l,y= l,yz—x3>0} and o_={x= 1,ys—1,y2>x3},
which touch the point at infinity (0:0: 1). Their canonical forms equal

dxady dxady

B e T R o7

Note the equality ®y = @4, + ®s_, which reflects the equality o =0, + o0_ in Hp (P2,CuUL).
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Remark5.5. Another strategy to determine the space Qfog(ﬂm% \CuUl) is to resolve the singularities

of C U L by repeatedly blowing up points. Consider first the blow-up 7 : P} — IP% along the cusp
(x,y) = (0,0), shown in Figure 5. It is given in an affine chart by the formula 7, (1, v) = (1, uv), for
which the exceptional divisor E; is {u = 0} and the strict transforms of C and L are C; = {u = v%}
and L; = {u = 1} respectively.

FIGURE 5. The cuspidal cubic y? = x* and the line x = 1 after blow-up of the
node (0,0), in the coordinate chart (u, v) = (x, y/x). The vertical line v = 0 is the
exceptional divisor.

The pullback of a form (56) in this chart is

dundv

miw=(ay+au+aruy) ———m— — .
1 o™ 2 u(u—1)w?-uw

Since the strict transform of C is tangent to the exceptional divisor at the point (u, v) = (0,0),
we must perform a further blow up 7, : P, — P; of the origin (¢, v) = (0,0). It is given in an
affine chart by the formula 7, (r, s) = (rs, 5), for which the exceptional divisor is F» = {s = 0} and
the strict transforms of Ej, C, and L are E» = {r =0}, C; = {r = s} and L, = {rs = 1} respectively.
Computing the pullback we get:

dr Ands

* % 2
T, w=(dg+airs+asrs’)—— .
2 rs(rs=1)(s—r)

Alas, the three divisors {r = 0}, {r = s}, {s = 0} do not cross normally at the origin (r, s) = (0,0) and
it behoves us to perform a final blow-up 73 : P3 — P, of this point, given in an affine chart by
nm3(p, q) = (p, pq), for which the exceptional divisor is G3 = {p = 0} and the strict transforms of F»,
Cy,and Ly, are F3={g=0},C3={g=1},and L3 = {pzq = 1} respectively. (The total transform Ej
of E, is not visible in this chart.) We get:

dpadg
p2q(ptg-1(g-1)°

P 2 3 2
MM, w=(ag+a1p°q+azp’q-)

Because of the term (;—’Z, this form is logarithmic near (p, g) = (0,0) if and only if ag = 0. One

can check that under this assumption, it does indeed have logarithmic poles along the normal
crossing divisor C3 U Lz U E3 U F3 U G3.
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5.5.2. A line passing through the cusp. We now consider the variant where the line L passes
through the cusp while cutting the cuspidal cubic in another point. Let L' € IP% denote the line
defined by the projective equation x, = x1, i.e., the affine equation y = x. Then [CNnL| =2 and
the pair (P2, Cu L) has combinatorial rank 1. The domain

o'={(x, ) eR*|0<y<x<1,y’=x’}cP*W),

shown in Figure 6, has boundary contained in Cu L', and therefore defines a class in H (P2, C U
L’). We compute its canonical form, after determining the space of forms on [P’% \ CuU L' with
logarithmic poles at infinity, which we already know has dimension 1 by (49).

y

FIGURE 6. The cuspidal cubic y? = x3 and the line y = x.

Proposition 5.6. The space Q7 (PZ\ CUL') consists of the forms

log
Xodxy Adxo — x1dxg Adxe + xodxg Adx; dxady
a2x2 2 .3 =azy > 3y’
(2 — x1) (X0 X5 — x7) (y=20(y=—x°)
with a € C. The canonical form of o’ is given by the formula
Xodx; Adxo —x1dxg Adxs + xodxg Adxy dxady
D' = X2 2_ .3 =Yy 23
(x2 = x1) (X0 X5 — X7) (y=20("=x°)

Proof. By Proposition 1.15, an element of the space Qfog([F% \CulL)isaform

Xodx; Adxy — x3dxg Adxo + x2dxg Adx;
w=(agxp+a1x;+axxy)

(x2 — X1) (X0 X5 — x7)
dxady
-2 -x%’
with ag, a1, @2 € C, which is such that Res¢(w) and Resy/ (w) have logarithmic poles at infinity.
We consider the first condition by computing:

=(ap+a1x+azy)

Resc(w) = (g +a1x+a )1 dx =(ap+a1t? +a t3)1 2tdt —(
clw)={ap+ax 2y2yy—xc_ 0+ a] L sk

ayg Qap dr
JE— + JE— ,
Bt 2) t(t—1)

where we work in the coordinates (x, y) = (2,3 on C\CUL = [FDGI: \{0, 1, 00}. Clearly, such a form
always has logarithmic poles at 1 and oo, and has a logarithmic pole at 0 if and only if ag = a; = 0.

If these conditions are satisfied, one easily checks that Resy (w) has a logarithmic pole at infinity
(In fact, this must be the case since we know that Qfog([lﬂ’% \ Cu L) has dimension 1 by (49)).
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Now, by Proposition 2.14, the canonical form w = @, must satisfy

Resc(w) =® =dlo (t_l)— dt
clw) = Wj. (g = dlog t )T -
because d¢(0”) is the interval [0, 1] oriented from 0 to 1. We conclude that a, = 1. U

5.6. A cubic surface and a plane. In IP’%, let C be a smooth cubic surface and P a plane such that
Cn P isanodal cubic in P = PZ.

FIGURE 7. (“Coastal sea stack”). The cubic surface C: y* = x*(1 - x) + z+ 2°
and the hyperplane P : z = 0, where Cn P : y*> = x?>(1 — x) is the nodal cubic.
The interior of the region bounded by the dome on the left (sea stack) and the
hyperplane z = 0 (the sea) defines a relative homology class in H3(P3, CU P).

Recall that C has genus zero by Theorem 3.23 and that C n P has genus zero because its
resolution of singularities is [P’}E. Therefore, by Proposition 3.10:
gP3,CuP)< g([P’3 ,C)+g(PCNP) < g(IP%) +8(C)+gP)+g(CnP)=0,

and hence (P2, C U P) has genus zero. We can also apply Proposition 4.8 to compute the combi-
natorial rank: since P2 is compact and P2 \ C is affine,

P, cuP)=crP,C)+cr(PCNP)=0+1=1,

where we have used the fact that cr(P2,C) = cr(C) = 0 (Propositions 4.15 and 4.2), and the
computation of the combinatorial rank of the nodal cubic (§5.4). The next proposition gives a
more detailed description of H3(P3, C U P) and is included for completeness, but is not required
for the purposes of understanding the associated canonical form.

Proposition 5.7. We have
Q(0) forw =0;
gWHA(PE,CuP) ={ Q(-1°® forw=2;
0 otherwise.
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Proof. We consider the spectral sequence in relative cohomology (12). Recall [Huy23] that HY(C)
vanishes and that H2(C) = @(—1)7. One easily sees that ngu‘f H3(P3, Cu P) vanishes for w € {1,3},
and gr‘ZN is the cohomology in the middle of the following complex:

0 — H2(P)) — H*(C) @ H*(P) — H*(Cn P) — 0.
The result follows from the fact that H? (IP%) — H?(C) is injective and that H?(P) — H?(C N P) is
an isomorphism. U

By way of example, consider the cubic surface defined in affine coordinates (x, y, z) by the
equation y2 = x2(1- x) + z+ z°, and where P is defined by z =0, depicted in Figure 7.
The intersection C N P is the nodal cubic y2 = x2(1 - x). Consider the region
o=1{(x,)2) eR?z20, z+2° syz—xz(l—x)},
which defines a class in H3 (P2, Cu P).

Proposition 5.8. The canonical form of o is given in affine coordinates by the formula
dxAadyadz
z(y2—x2(1-x)—z-23)

(Do':_

Proof. We work in projective coordinates (x : x : X2 : x3) such that (x, y, z) = (x1/ X0, X2/ X0, X3/ Xo)
and consider the form
Xo dx1 A de A d.X3 - X1 dJC() A de A d.X3 + X2 de A dx1 N d.X3 — X3 dJC() N dx1 N de
w =

X3(X()JC§ - xf(xo —-X1)— x(Z)X3 - xg)
B dxAndyndz
CzZ(2-x2(1-x)-z-23)

It generates the space of forms on IP’?: \ CuU P with at most a simple pole along CU P, i.e. the
space of global sections of Q%S (Cu P). By Proposition 1.13, this space contains the subspace
(o

Qfog([P’% \ CuU P), which has dimension 1 by (49), and hence the two spaces are equal:

0}, PE\CUP) = Qﬂ?;% (CUP)=Cw.
Therefore, we have @, = aw for some «a € C, which one finds by using the recursion formula
Resp(@g) = Do, (0)-

Since dp(0) is the “teardrop” from §5.4 with reversed orientation, Proposition 5.2 yields a =
—2. ]

5.7. The determinant locus and positive semi-definite matrices. For 7 =2, let [P’G‘:i” denote the

space of projective 1 x n symmetric matrices, where d, = ("3') - 1, and Det < PZ" the locus
defined by the vanishing of the determinant, which is homogeneous in matrix entries. The
subspace P c P% (R) consisting of projective classes of positive definite symmetric matrices
satisfies 6(P) c Det(R) and is orientable because P is a homogeneous space for the action of
SL;(R), which is connected. Therefore [P] defines a relative homology class in Hy, ([F"g”,Det). A
volume form may be given explicitly by contracting the form 7 = det(X)~"*V/2 Ay ;< ;< d X;;
(for some choice of ordering in the exterior product, and taking the positive square root of det(X))
with the Euler vector field }_; ; X;; %ﬁ, where X = (X;) is a positive definite symmetric matrix.
In the case n = 3, the locus Det is isomorphic to the graph hypersurface Xy, of the wheel graph
W3 with 3 spokes (or complete graph Kj), and the corresponding volume form is proportional
to the Feynman differential form Qyy, / ‘I’%VS. It was shown in [BEKO06] that H® (IP?: \ Xw;) = Q(-3)
and it follows that [P] is non-vanishing in Hs ([F"g, Det).

By the following result, P has a well-defined canonical form, which is @p = 0 (in particular, it
is not the volume form!).

Proposition 5.9. The pair (P9 Det) has genus 0 and combinatorial rank 0.
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Proof. This follows from Theorems 3.23 and 4.16 since the determinant hypersurface has degree
n < d,. It also follows from repeated application of Propositions 3.27 and 4.19, since the deter-
minant of a symmetric matrix A is linear in any entry a; ; on the diagonal, the corresponding
coefficient being the determinant of the symmetric matrix obtained from A by deleting row i
and column i. n

5.8. A class of hypersurfaces of genus zero and combinatorial rank 1. Let n = 1. We work in
projective space P¢ with homogeneous coordinates (xp : -+ : x,) and consider a hypersurface

Y={xox1... X0 =w(x1,...,x)}

where ¥ is a homogeneous polynomial of degree n + 1 which does not depend on xy. By
Propositions 3.27 and 4.19 we have that

gPLY)=gPZ Vi x,))=0 and  crPgY)=crPy !, Vixg---x,) =1.
Proposition 5.10. For every class 0 € H,,(P%, Y), the canonical form @ is a complex multiple of
~ Y (=Dixidxo A Adx A Ady,
XoX1* " Xn —WY(X1,..., Xp)

Proof. This follows from Proposition 1.13 and the fact that w is a generator of the space of forms
onP2\Y with at most a simple pole along Y, which has dimension one, since the degree d = n+1
(remark 1.14). Since (P, Y) has combinatorial rank 1, we have the equality Qfog([P’g \Y)=Cw. O

The multiplicative constant in Proposition 5.10 is actually a rational number (and even an
integer if o lives in relative homology with integer coefficients). It may be computed as follows.
Consider the blow-up 7 : P — P¢ along the point (1:0: ---: 0), and identify the exceptional
divisor E with I]J’g‘1 with homogeneous coordinates (x; : -+ : x,). Let Y < P denote the strict
transform of Y, and note that Y N E is identified with {x1---x,=0}c [Pg_l. We consider the
linear map (taking the boundary along E, combined with excision):

0p :Hy(PL,Y) =H,(RY UE) — H, 1 (B, Y NE) = Hy o (PE 1 -+ 2 = O)).
By adapting the proof of Proposition 3.27, one sees that it induces an isomorphism on the level
of grgv. Note that H;,_; (I]J’g‘l, {x1---x, = 0}) is one-dimensional, with basis given by (the relative
homology class of) the real (n — 1)-simplex A" li={x,20,...,x, =0} c P" 1 (R). We note that

@ pn-1 = xdlog(xy/x,) A -+ Adlog(x,—1/x5),

where the sign depends on a chosen orientation of A”~!. Furthermore, with w as in Proposition
5.10, we easily compute

Resg (™ w) = dlog(xy/x,) A -+ Adlog(x,—1/xp).
For o € H,,(P?,Y), there exists a € Q such that dz(0) = +aA"™ ! in Hn_l(IPg’l, {x1---x,=0}),and
we therefore have
Dy = Taw,
where the sign depends on the chosen orientation on A”~!,
By way of example, let us put

(58) p=Y x"

i=1
The case n = 2 is isomorphic to the nodal cubic considered in §5.4 via the change of coordinates
(X0, X1, X2) = (8x( — 6], X] + X3, x] — X3); the case n = 3 is pictured below. Any of the four skittles
bounds a domain o such that 8z (o) equals, up to a sign, the class of the triangle A? inside the
exceptional divisor E = IP%. This shows that the canonical form of each skittle is

dxAndyadz

Dg == .
7 T xyz—(xt+yt+ Y
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FIGURE 8. The surface xyz = x* + y* + z* on the left (“helium”). The surface
of any of the four skittles bounds a three-dimensional domain. A zoom of the
singular point at the origin (right) shows how this surface becomes tangent to
the coordinate hyperplanes xyz = 0 at the origin.

5.9. A genus zero pair of positive rank which is not recursive. We exhibit a genus zero pair
(X,Y) such that X is a smooth compact surface of genus 0 and Y is a curve of genus 1. This is an
example for which the second inequality in Corollary 3.11 is strict. Contrary to the easier example
in §2.4.3 which has combinatorial rank 0, this one has combinatorial rank 2 and therefore two
linearly independent canonical forms. One cannot compute these canonical forms recursively
using Proposition 2.14 because Y has genus 1, and we leave it to others to compute them.

We work in the projective plane [P’GZ: with homogeneous coordinates (xg : x; : x2) and the affine
chart C? with affine coordinates (x, ¥) := (x1/ X9, X2/ xp). Consider the plane elliptic curve E c [P’QZ:
with affine equation y? = x3 — 4x and likewise E' c IP% defined by the affine equation y? = x3 + x.
There is an explicit isogeny of degree two between them,

f: E —-E given in affine coordinates by f(x,y) = (x+ x Y ya- x2).
Let X = [P’al: x E and let Y denote the image of the morphism
(s, f): E' — PE < E,
where 7, : E' — [F"Gl: is the projection onto the x coordinate. We denote by
¢:E —-Y
the resulting morphism of algebraic curves.

Lemma5.11. ForPeY, thefiber (/,’)_1 ({P}) consists of two points if P = (1,(2,0)) or (-1,(-2,0)),
and one point otherwise.

Proof. The fiber of ¢ at the point at infinity consists of the point at infinity in E’, and for the other
points we can work in affine coordinates. If two distinct points of E’ with affine coordinates (x, y)
and (', ') have the same image under ¢, then x = x’ and hence y(1 - x2) = y'(1 — x~2), which
implies that x> = 1. The points of E’ with x = 1 are (1, +v/2) and their images under ¢ are (1, (2,0)).
The points of E’ with x = —1 are (-1, +v/=2), and their images under ¢ are (-1, (—2,0)). |

Proposition 5.12. The pair (X,Y) has genus 0 and combinatorial rank 2, while Y has genus 1.

Proof. Lemma 5.11 implies that ¢ : E' — Y is the resolution of singularities of Y, and hence
g(Y) = 1. Furthermore, Proposition 4.14 yields cr(Y) = 2 because all the points of Y have
branching number 1, except for (1, (2,0)) and (-1, (—2,0)) which have branching number 2. Since
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X is a smooth surface, Corollary 4.9 implies that cr(X, Y) = 2. To prove that (X, Y) has genus
zero, consider the long exact sequence in relative cohomology (7):

.._,HI(X)L*,Hl(y) — H2(X,Y) — H(X) — -,

where i : Y — X is the inclusion. Since H?(X) = Q(—1)? by the Kiinneth formula, it suffices to
show that i* : H' (X) — H!(Y) induces an isomorphism on (1,0) components. To see this, note
that the compositum
Lyl x™pg

is the isogeny f, where 7, : X = quj x E — E is the projection onto the second component. The
maps f* and 7, are isomorphisms on H!; since ¢ is the resolution of singularities of Y, the
same argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.5 shows that ¢p* is an isomorphism on the (1,0)
component of H!. The same therefore holds for i*, and hence (X, Y) has genus zero. O

6. THE CASE OF ARRANGEMENTS OF HYPERPLANES, AND CONVEX POLYTOPES

Arrangements of hyperplanes in projective space provide a simple class of genus zero pairs of
algebraic varieties. In this setting, we derive general formulas for canonical forms.

6.1. Genus and combinatorial rank. We refer the reader to [Dim17] for basic facts about ar-
rangements of hyperplanes. Let n > 1 and let «/ < P{ be a non-empty finite union of projective
hyperplanes. By a theorem due to Brieskorn [Bri73], H (PE\ o) is pure of weight 2k for all k. By
Remark 2.8, the pair (PZ, /) has genus zero and we have an isomorphism

canc : H, (P, of)c — Qﬁ)g(ﬂﬂ’g \ o).

The combinatorial rank of (P?, «¢), which is the dimension of H,,(P”, o), is determined as
follows. A flat of </ is a projective subspace of P¢ which is the intersection of some of the
hyperplanes in </, and we view the set of flats as a finite poset ordered by reverse inclusion. It
has a least element 0, the ambient projective space P?, and if «f is essential (meaning that the
intersection of all the hyperplanes in < is empty) it also has a greatest element 1, the empty set.
We let u, denote the Mbius function of the poset of flats.

Proposition 6.1. We have

cr(u»g,d):{(‘l)"_lﬂﬂ(o’i) if o is essential;

otherwise.

Proof. By Poincaré duality (16), the combinatorial rank of (P?, <) equals the dimension of
H”([P’g \ &), which is given by [Dim17, Corollary 3.6]. OJ

6.2. Bounded regions. Assume that «f is the complexification of a real arrangement of hyper-
planes </ in Py. The topological closure of a connected component of P \ o/ is a projective
polytope, and is called a region of </g. Let Hy, be a hyperplane in Pg which is generic with
respect to </ in the sense that the intersection of H,, with any flat of oz of codimension r has
codimension r + 1. We identify [P’ﬁ \ Hy, with R”. A region of o/ which does not intersect Hy, is
an affine polytope, and is called a bounded region of <z NR". We fix an orientation of R” and
give each bounded region the induced orientation.
The following result is probably well-known, but we could not find it in the literature.

Proposition 6.2. A basis of H,,(P%, <f) is given by the (classes of the) bounded regions of sfg NR™.

Using Proposition 6.1, one sees that this is consistent with (and in fact implies) Zaslavsky’s
formula [Zas75, Theorem C] for the number of bounded regions of a real arrangement of affine
hyperplanes; the genericity assumption on H,, ensuring that the poset of flats of the affine
arrangement /g NR” coincides with that of «¢. Note that our proof uses Zaslavsky’s result.
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Proof. By induction on the number of hyperplanes in «f. The case of one hyperplane is clear
(there is no bounded region). For the induction step, let H be one of the hyperplanes in </
and consider the “deleted” arrangement of hyperplanes <’ defined as the union of the other
hyperplanes. We will also work with the “restricted” arrangement of hyperplanes &/’ 1 H on
H= Pg_l. Let us fix an orientatin of the real hyperplane Hg nR".

Figure 9 shows an example of an arrangement of real affine hyperplanes </ N R? with 5
bounded regions. Note that the deleted arrangement < N R? has 3 bounded regions and that
the restricted arrangement «¢’ N Hg N R? has 2 bounded regions.

FIGURE 9. An arrangement of real affine hyperplanes « N R?, with a chosen
hyperplane Hg NR? (dashed). In blue: a bounded region P of <, N R? which
is cut into two bounded regions P, and P_ of /g NR? by Hr NR?. In green: a
bounded region Q of <z NR? with a facet lying on Hg NR?.

Let 8 (resp. %', #") denote the set of bounded regions of o/ NR" (resp. of o, NR", of
sy N Hp NR™). We consider the following (yet to be defined) diagram.

0 —— HyP ot) —— H, (P2, o)~ Hyyy (H, o' 1 H) 0
(59) i i
0 oz — 1 QB g QA" 0

The first row is the “deletion-restriction” short exact sequence, which is a part of the long exact
sequence in relative homology (6), the map J0y being the partial boundary map (10). (It splits
into short exact sequences as shown in the diagram for weight reasons, because of the fact that
Hk(ng \ ) is pure of weight 2k for all k, and Poincaré duality (16).) Each vertical arrow sends a
bounded region to its relative homology class. By the induction hypothesis, the leftmost and
rightmost vertical arrows are isomorphisms, and if we manage to define f and g such that the
diagram commutes and such that its second row is a short exact sequence, then the middle
vertical arrow is an isomorphism and we have completed the induction step.
To define f, let P be a bounded region of «/; NR". There are two cases:
1) Ifthe interior of P does not meet Hg, we set f(P) = P;
2) If Hr nR" cuts P into two bounded regions P, and P_ of «/g "R", and we set f(P) = P, + P_
(see Figure 9).
The first square of (59) then commutes.
To define g, let Q be a bounded region of o/ NR™. There are two cases:
1) If Q does not have a facet which is contained in Hg, we set g(Q) = 0.
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2) If Q has a facet contained in Hp, we set g(Q) = £Q n Hr where the sign depends on the

choices of orientations on R” and Hg N R" (see Figure 9).

With the correct signs, the second square of (59) commutes.

One easily sees that Im(f) = Ker(g), and this implies that the map Q%8 — H, (P2, &) is in-
jective. By Proposition 6.1 and [Zas75, Theorem C], the dimension of H, (P?, «/) equals the
cardinality of 28 (by the genericity assumption on H,,, the poset of flats of the affine arrange-
ment /g NR" coincides with that of «/). A dimension argument gives the claim. U

Remark 6.3. Proposition 6.2 does not hold in general without the assumption that the hyperplane
at infinity Ho, is generic with respect to <. For instance, let «/g consist of three distinct lines
Ly,Ly, Ly in P%. Then Hy(PZ, /) has dimension 1 and a basis consisting of one of the four
triangles bounded by L;, Ly, L3 in IP?R. However, if Hy, is a fourth line that passes through L; N Ly,
then /g N R? consists of three distinct lines, two of which are parallel; it does not have any
bounded region.

6.3. The Orlik-Solomon relations, and the nbc basis. We now turn to the classical description
of the algebra of logarithmic forms on the complement of an arrangement of hyperplanes. It
will be convenient to make the following choices.

- We choose a hyperplane Hy € o and treat it as the hyperplane at infinity, identifying P¢ \ Hy
with C”. (Alternatively, one can think of this hyperplane as being added to an arrangement for
the sole purpose of giving a clean description of logarithmic forms, see Remark 6.8 below.)

— We choose alinear order Hy, ..., Hy of the other hyperplanes in <.

Writing H; = {f; = 0} for i = 0,..., N, the algebra Q;Og([lﬂ’g \of) = Qiog(C” \(HHU---U Hpy)) is

generated by the 1-forms

w; :=dlog(fi/ fo),
and the algebraic relations that they satisfy are consequences of two types of relations, called
Orlik-Solomon relations [OS80]:

a) Forindices1<ij <---<i, < N such that the hyperplanes H; ,..., H;, do notintersectin C",
wi A Aw; =0.
b) Forindices 1<i; <---<i, < N such that the hyperplanes H; ,..., H; do intersectin C"” and
are linearly dependent,

.
Y Doy A A@ A Ay, =0,
j=1

where the notation means that w;, is omitted from the wedge product.

We now introduce a standard basis, called nbc basis, of the algebra of logarithmic forms.
Definition 6.4. A circuit of o is a set {i; < --- < i}} < {1,..., N} such that the hyperplanes
Hi,,..., H;, intersect in C" and are linearly dependent, and which is minimal for this property.
The corresponding broken circuit is the set {i, < --- < i} obtained by removing the first element

of the circuit. A non-broken-circuit set of of (or nbc for short) is a subset of {1, ..., N} that does
not contain a broken circuit.

Proposition 6.5. Thew;, A---Aw;j,, for{i} <--- < iy} an nbc set, form a basis onng(Pg \ o).

Proof. This is [0T92, Theorem 3.55]. O

6.4. Canonical forms. Foraset I = {i; <---<1i,} c{l,...,N} such that H; ,..., H;, arelinearly
independent, we let Hy := H; n---n H;, be the corresponding point, and let

0r:H,(P¢\of) — Ho(Hp) =Q
denote the composition of the partial boundary maps

aHil ﬂ“'ﬂHl'” O---0 aHinfl ﬂHin ° aHin .



46 FRANCIS BROWN AND CLEMENT DUPONT

If o/ is the complexification of a real arrangement of hyperplanes «/g and o = P is a region of
ok, then 0;(P) isin {—1,0,1}, and is 0 if P does not contain H; as a vertex. We also set

wWri=wiy N ANwj,.

Remark 6.6. In the case when the arrangement of hyperplanes is not normal crossing near Hj,
the iterated boundary map 0; depends on the linear order on I (which is fixed by the chosen
linear order on the set of hyperplanes) in a more subtle way than simply determining an overall
sign. For instance, let «f be the complexified arrangement of lines in [P’% consisting of 5 lines,
with Ly at infinity, and L;, Ly, L3, L4 as in Figure 10. Let o be the shaded triangle, endowed with
the orientation of the plane, giving rise to a relative homology class in H, (P2, ). Then

0q1,2(0) =01,n1,01,(0)) = -1,

while
01,n1,(07,(0)) =0

because 9y, (o) = 0.

L1 Lz LS

FIGURE 10. An arrangement of 4 lines (plus 1 line at infinity) in the projective plane.

We now give a general formula for canonical forms in the setting of arrangements of hyper-
planes, which we believe to be new. It would be interesting to compare it with the “dual volume”
formula of [ABL17, §7.4], valid in the case of complexified arrangements.

Proposition 6.7. Foro € H, (P}, &), we have

(60) Dg = Z or(0)wy.

I nbc set
[I=n
Proof. Foraset I ={i; <---<iy} <{l,...,N} such that the hyperplanes H; , ..., H;, are linearly
independent, we denote by

Res;: Qf PE\sf) — Q°(H;, N+~ H;,) =C

the composition of the residue maps
ResHi1 A-nH;, ©°* 0 ResHl.n_1 nH;, °Resp, .

Note the subtle dependence in the chosen linear order on the set of hyperplanes, analogous to
that of iterated boundaries (Remark 6.6). We clearly have Res;(wj) = 1. As observed by Szenes
[Sze98, Proposition 3.6], the nbc basis has the additional remarkable property that for two nbc
sets I, J of cardinality n,

(61) Resj(w]) =51y].
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By iterating Proposition 2.15 we obtain the following commutative diagram.

cang

H, (P2, /)¢

Qp PE\ )

@ao; @D Res;

can
@ HoHpc— P Q°H)
I nbc set I nbc set
Il=n Il=n
By (61), the vertical map on the right is an isomorphism with inverse given by the natural maps

Q°H)) — Q{log([FDg \ /) sending 1 € Q°(H)) to w;. The result follows. O

Remark 6.8. For the sake of writing down simple formulas, we chose a hyperplane Hy in o«
that we treated as the hyperplane at infinity. One can however interpret the formula for the
canonical form independently of such a choice, as follows. Suppose that we start with a projective
arrangement H, U---U Hy and a class 0 € H, (P?, H; U--- U Hy). Suppose that H is in general
position with respect to Hi,..., Hy. Then setting w; = dlog(f;) instead of dlog(f;/ fo), one sees
that (60) still holds, with the caveat that only the sum defines a projective form, and not any
individual summand. This is because the canonical form @, does not have any pole along Hj.

Remark 6.9. A notable consequence of Proposition 6.7 is that a canonical form @, is a sum of
local contributions indexed by the corners of </, defined as the zero-dimensional intersections
of hyperplanes in «:

Dg = Z WDg,c)
c

where @ . is the sum of the terms corresponding to nbc sets I such that Hj is the corner c, and
only depends on the (central) arrangement of hyperplanes near c. This decomposition is in fact
independent of the choices made, and simply reflects a canonical direct sum decomposition of
the space Q[ g([P’g \ &) indexed by the corners of «f (it is called the “Brieskorn decomposition”

in the literature, see [Dim17, Theorem 3.2]).

6.5. Convex polygons. In R?, let P be a convex polygon whose sides are bounded by lines
Ly,...,L, labeled counterclockwise. If L; is the vanishing locus of an affine function f;, we let
w; = dlog(f;). Then the canonical form of P is

(62) Op=—(WiANw2+wWr ANwW3+ - +Wy_1 ANy +0, ANW71).

Indeed, for every i we have

Resy, (@p) = (i1 —wi-1)IL;,
which is the canonical form of 9y, (P). Alternatively, one can apply Proposition 6.7 and note that
OLinLiy 0Ly, (P) = —1.

6.6. Simple polytopes. Let P be a full dimensional simple polytope in R”. For a vertex v of P,
the orientation of R” gives rise to a prescribed orientation (linear order up to even permutations)
on the set of faces F of P containing v. Concretely, in the tangent space of R” at v one can
choose a positively oriented coordinate system (x, ..., x,) such that the tangent cone of P is
{x1,...,x, = 0}, and the prescribed order is Fj, ..., F,, where F; := {x; = 0}. The following wedge
product is therefore well-defined:

n(n+1)
@py:i=(-1)"2 N\ wp
F3v

where wr := dlog(fr) with fr an affine function defining F.
Proposition 6.10. The canonical form of P is given by the formula

Op = Z(DRU.
v
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Proof. We apply Proposition 6.7 and note that there are no circuits in the hyperplane arrange-
ment corresponding to the boundary of P because P is simple. If Q, = {x3,..., X, = 0} denotes the
standard n-quadrant with its usual orientation, its partial boundary 9y, -0 Q» is Q-1 with orien-
tation multiplied by (—1)". Therefore, the iterated boundary d;,_,Q, equals (—1)"*+=D++2+1]
and the claim follows. g

Example 6.11. One can check the consistency of the sign in the above formula with the formula
for the canonical form of the hypercube [0, 1]”, which according to Proposition 2.12 is

n(n-1) (Zl - ]_ ) n(n+1) dZ] dzn

n
@1 =(-1)" 2z / dlog
i=1

:(—I)T—/\.../\—.
zj z1(1-2z1) zn(1—2zp)
n(n+1)

Indeed, the contribution of the vertex (0,...,0) is (-1) " 2 dz—zll Ao A %.

Example 6.12. The canonical form of the n-simplex A" = {0 < z; <--- < z,, < 1} is given by the

formula
n(n+1) le VAR dzn

Opn=(=1)"2 )
ar =D 21(z2—2z1) - (Zp—2zp-1) (1 — z4)

6.7. Convex polyhedra. We start with an example. Let P be the square pyramid in R® bounded
by the 5 hyperplanes

Hi={x=2z}, Hy={y=2}, H3={x=-2}, Hy={y =-z}, and Hs = {z=-1}.

Itis pictured in Figure 11: looking from above, i.e., from the positive z-axis, one sees its triangular
faces labeled 1, 2, 3,4 counterclockwise.

FIGURE 11. The square pyramid (left), viewed from above (right).

The only circuit is {1, 2, 3,4}, and we record the corresponding Orlik-Solomon relation
(63) WIANW2 AW3— W] AW AWy + W1 ANW3 AWy — w2 Awz Awy =0.
The nbc basis of Q3(C3\ (H, u H, U H3 U H, U Hs)) consists of the seven monomials
W1 NW2 N NW3, W1 NW2 \NWyg, W1 NW3N\Wy,
W1 N\NW2 NWws, W2 NW3 N\NWs, W3 N\NWg \NWs5, W] \NWg \Wws,
where the first three have residues along the top of the pyramid, and the last four along the base.
Applying Proposition 6.7 gives the canonical form of P written in this basis as
DOp=—W1 NWr ANW3 — W1 NW3 \Wy
+ W1 AW2 AWs+Wr AW3 AWs+ W3 AWy AW5— W1 AWy AWs.

Note that w; A wy A w4 does not appear because ;3,2 4;(P) = 0. Indeed, 0y, (P) is a triangle on H,
for which H, n Hy is not an edge but a vertex, and hence 0,np, (05, (P)) = 0.
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One can use (63) to get an expression for @p where the cyclic symmetryl -2 —3 -4 —1is
apparent:

Dp = —%(wl AW ANW3+Wr AW3AWgs+ W3 AWg AW+ W04 AW A W)
+ (W ANw2+wWr Aws +wW3 Awg+we AwW1) A s
= —%Cyc4 (w1 Awy Aws) +Cyc, (w1 Aw2) Aws.
The example of the square pyramid actually teaches us how to compute the canonical form
of any convex polyhedron P in R3. It is a sum

ap :Z‘DP,V
v

indexed by vertices v of P, where @p, can be described as follows. Let Fj, ..., F, denote the faces
of P at v, labeled counterclockwise when looking at v from outside of P. Then

r-1

Dpy =— Zwl AW NWij41.
i=2

As above, averaging over the cyclic group Z/rZ produces a more symmetric expression at the
cost of introducing a denominator if r = 4.

6.8. Moduli spaces of genus zero curves. For S a set with 7 + 3 elements, we let
AMo,s < Mo,s

denote the moduli space of genus zero curves with marked points labeled by S, and its Deligne—
Mumford compactification respectively. The latter is a smooth projective variety of dimension
n, and the complement 0%0,5 = %0,5 \ #),s is a simple normal crossing divisor.

Fixing the genus zero curve to be [qu: and three of the marked points to be 0, 1,00, we have the
following simple description:

Mos =1{(21,...,2n) € (C\{0,1N" | 2; # zj if i # j}.

Consider IPS with homogeneous coordinates (zg : z; : -+ : 2,,), we see that .4 s is the complement
of the projective arrangement of hyperplanes

dp= J{zi=0tu |J {zi=z

0<isn O<i<jsn
By the work of Kapranov [Kap93], one can construct %0, s as a modification (Definition 1.2)
7w (Mos,0Mo5) — PL,ty),

explicitly given by an iterated blow-up along flats of «7,. It follows that the pair (%0,3, 6%0,5)
has genus zero, and by (29) one can compute canonical forms “downstairs” in projective space.
For instance, there is a cell which is combinatorially an associahedron:

Xs < Mo sR),
with boundary along 3.4 s, which is mapped to the simplex A” = {0 < z; < --- < z, < 1} by 7.
Therefore, by Example 6.12, its canonical form is given by the formula

n(n+1) le ARERWAN dZn
(DXS = (_1) 2
z21(z2—z1) - (Zpn— zp-1)(1 — zp)

in coordinates on .#,s.

Remark 6.13. The fact that moduli spaces of genus zero curves give rise to positive geometries
in the sense of [ABL17] was first proved in [AHL21], see also [Lam24b]; the fact that @x, only
has logarithmic poles along 6 Xs was known long before. It would be interesting to study the
more subtle case of (moduli spaces of) del Pezzo surfaces from the point of view of mixed Hodge
theory [EGP*23].
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